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Current Topics 
Provincial Solicitors with the Forces. 

Tur Annual Report of the Sheffield District Incorporated 
Law Society for 1914, extracts from which we print elsewhere, 
has, like the reports of other Societies which we have recently 
noticed, an appendix containing the names of local solicitors and 
articled clerks who are serving with His Majesty’s Forces. The 
number of solicitors is 54 out of a total of not much over 300, 
and 30 articled clerks out of a total of 52. ‘The proportion is 
substantially higher than for the country generally, which, 
weeording to the report, is somewhat over 10 per cent. for 
solicitors—upwards of 1,800 out of a total of some 16,000—and 
50 per cent. for articled clerks—about 1,000 out of a total of 
nearly 2,000. ‘The higher officers included in the list are Lieut.- 
Colonels Joserax Hewitt (Barnshy), CHARLES HODGKINSON, 
(Penistone), W. E. RALEy (Barnsley), and W. MACKENZIE SMITH, 
and Majors JOHN CaRRINGTON (Barnsley), G. N. DopwortH, 
and Puitip Gatty Situ; also Major (temporary) C. F. 
WILLIS (Rotherham) and Retired Colonel S. E. SOM®RVILLE 
(Doncaster) who is recruiting officer for the Doncaster District. 
The list contains the name of Second Lieut. Grorrrey Eric 
BURDEKIN, of the 3rd Battalion, Sherwood Foresters, who was 
killed in action on 26th January. A similar list is appended to 
the Annual Report of the Norfolk and Norwich Incorporated 
Law Society, but it also includes the names of law clerks, There 
are 13 solicitors, 8 solicitor managing clerks, 18 articled clerks, 
and 24 law clerks. The solicitors include Lieut.-Col. B. H. L 
Prior and Major G. W. Daynes. 


The Civil Judicial Statistics. 

Tue Civil Judicial Statistics for 1913, which have just been 
issued, seem, as matters now are, remote in interest, but the com- 
pilation of fivures of this kind cannot be completed in a day. And 
in the introduction Sir Jonn Macpone.t does not permit himself 
to be bound by the year of his figures, but comes into 1914, 
and shows how the Emergency Legislation and the Moratorium 
affected the course of business last autumn. In 1913 the writs 
in August, September and October to 10th, were 2,492, 2,934, 
and 1,171, a total of 6,597. In 1914 the emergency measures had 
reduced them to 946. 991. and 896, a total] of 9.233. Or, take 
the summonses in the Long Vacation, 1914, while the Moratorium 
The ordinary summonses were 171, 
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Proclamations were in force. 
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and those under Order 14, 383; in 1913 the corresponding 
figures were 372 and 1,975. On theother hand, the expiry of the 
Moratorium on 4th November was the signal for the issue of 
writs ; the number issued on the next day was 519, as compared 
with 150 in 1912, and 142 in 1913; and nearly four times as many 
writs were issued on the first day of the Michaelmas Sittings, 
1914, as in the corresponding day in 1913. As regards litigation 
generally there was a slight fall in 1913 compared with the 
previous year, though the numbers were up in the Privy Council 
and the Court of Appeal. In the Chancery and King’s Bench 
Divisions there was a falling off, and also in Admiralty, but an 
increase in divorce and matrimonial suits. The petitions for 
dissolution were 998 against 920; of the 998, 548 were filed by 
husbands and 450 by wives. The increase in these proceedings 
of recent years has been chiefly in petitions by wives. 


Government Control of Factories. 

THE most striking emergency proposal of this session is 
that contained in the Defence of the Realm (Amendment) Bill, 
No. 2, for enabling the Government to appropriate any factory 
or workshop to the production of war material. Under section 
1 (3) of the Defence of the Realm Consolidation Act, 1914, the 
Admiralty or Army Council can require (a) ‘that there shall be 
placed at their — the whole or any part of the output of 
any factory or workshop in which arms, ammunition, or warlike 
stores or equipment, or any articles required for the production 
thereof, are manufactured,” and also they can (b) “take 
possession of and use for the purpose of His Majesty’s naval or 
military service any such factory or workshop or any plant 
thereof.” Apparently these provisions have not been found 
adequate to give the Government the necessary facilities for the 
manufacture of warlike material, and the present Bill extends 
them “to any factory or workshop of whatever sort or the 
plant thereof,” and adds the following three paragraphs to the 
section :— 

“(c) to require any work in any factory or workshop to be'done 
in accordance with the directions of the Admiralty or Army 
Council, given with the object of making the factory or work 
shop, or the plant or labour therein, as useful as possible for the 
production of war material ; and 

“(d) to regulate or restrict the carrying on of work in any 
factory or workshop, or remove the plant therefrom, with a view 
to increasing the production of war material in other factories or 
workshops ; and 

“(e) to take possession of any unoccupied premises for the 
purpose of housing workmen employed in the production, 
storage, or transport of war material.” 


tay ~~“ earninaes under the Defence of the Realm 
cts. 

Tue Chancellor of the Exchequer, in introducing the Bill, 
explained that it was required, not on account of any difficulties 
with employers in converting works, such as motor works, to 
warlike uses, but to avoid difficulties which these employers 
might themselves experience—where, for instance they are 
companies and might not have the necessary power for such 
diversion of their business ; and, moreover, there is the question 
of interference with pending contracts. As to this, clause 1, 
sub section 2, provides that, where the interference is due to the 
necessity of complying with the emergency legislation, that 
necessity will be a good defence to any proceedings in respect of 
non-fulfilment of a contract so far as due to the interference. 
“ War material ” is to include “ arms, ammunition, warlike stores 
and equipment, and everything required for or in connection 
with the production thereof.” The responsibility for asking 
for these extraordinary powers rests, of course, with the 
Government, and the only substantial question which ha: 
been raised is that of compensation, a point which was 
not dealt with under the original Defence of the Realm 
Acts, and is not dealt with in the Bill. The intention was 
to give compensation, but in some summary fashion which 
suited the War Offiee. The War Office, said Mr. Liuoyp 
Gzorce, could not be embarrassed by having thousands of 
cases adjudicated before the courts. But litigation is not the 






has attempted to do not only its own business, but other 
people’s business as well, and at the same time has complained 
of being overworked. The question of compensation can be 
entrusted to a special statutory authority, avd that course will, 
it seems, be adopted, and a commission appointed for the 
purpose. This commission, it is proposed, shall invite ciaims, 
and after considering their nature, settle the principles of com. 
pensation, subject to those principles being reviewed by Parlig. 
iment. But the compensation will apparently not be allowed as 
a matter of right. The power of the State to appropriate 
private property under the doctrine of “eminent domain,” 
paramount authority, is to be recognized, and the compensation 
granted er gratia. But we are by no means sure that this isa 
practical distinction. 











Actions Against Enemies. 


seat eee) eee 


Ong or the injurious effects of the war has been the loss and 
uncertainty which has arisen in connection with contracts made 
between British and enemy subjects pending at its outbreak. 
Generally speaking, contracts which are still executory, or co. 
tinuing on both sides, are avoided by the outbreak of war, and con. 
tracts which have been executed on one side are suspended until the 
end of the war. But these rules frequently leave the position of 
the parties under particu'ar contracts indeterminate. We believe 
that the London Chamber of Commerce recently sugyested 
legislation which would enable the Board of Trade to declam 
whether and to what extent a contract was determined or 
suspended. But the qvestion is rather for judicial decision in 
accordance with the law for the time being than for administra- 
tive action. It has also been suggested thatthe Legislature should 
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codify the law applicable to contracts in time of war, but codifica- Hg a, 
tion cannot well be done in a hurry, and a group of leading By 
common law counsel strongly protested against the adoption of @ : 
this course (ante, p. 237). The Government proposals for dealing Hg 
with the matter are contained in the Legal Proceedings Against 
Enemies Bill, and these set aside both the interference of an ist, 


Administrative Department and the codification of the law. 
They do not touch the existing law, or the existing rightof re 
course to the courts. The latter has been secured by the recent 
decisions under which an alien enemy may be a defendant. They 
are limited to enabling a declaratory order to be obtained ast 
the effect of the war on any particular contract, and t 
facilitating the proceedings where the enemy defendant cannotbe 
served. In this case an order—to be known as an “enemy sf 
vice order ”—will be made directing substituted or other serviee 
of the writ, or the substitution of notice for service. It is pro 


PEPRRLETEE 


vided that the Lord Chief Justice shall give directions fr thei 
expediting proceedings and regulating procedure generally 0 5H) puyigs 
case where an enemy service order has been made. The pro@ fy... 
cedure will apply only where (1) the plaintiff is a British subjecti 43 ,, 
and is entitled to bring an action in the High Court; (2) the ndaced 
defendant, or one of the defendants, is an enemy ; (3) the *THE nig 
is endorsed only with a claim for a declaration as to the fled aij... 
of the present war on rights or liabilities of the plaintafl of they hel 
defendant under an ante bellum contract ; and (4) there is wm ig the 
evidence of the contract. The measure will doubtless promuemy mp, 


some interesting decisions on the effect of war on contracts; ™ 
we should have preferred to see a measure avoiding, a8 far 
possible, the interference of war with contracts. 
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Piracy and Warfare. 








No rresn development has taken place in regard t ralues, } 
German submarine war, though the depredations of these °° 9, prin 
seem to have been renewed. We notice a statement @ Jear, anc 
Press that the Press Bureau has prevented the publica ho will 
note from Holland dealing with the use of the neutral 19% Bi by ae, 
this has been done it is unfortunate, because it is imposs! 
appreciate properly the position of belligerent and neat Thett 
nations unless all the relevant documents are allowed — 





published. The Solicitor-General may have an explanatie 
the matter, but if such documents are suppressed, the ' 
ment cannot look for support for its measures to Intel's 
opinion in this country. The Admiralty has made @ note 
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only alternative, Here, as with courts-martial, the War Office 


announcement that special procedure will be observed with F 
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to captured submarine crews, and it is hinted that they are not 
gdinary prisoners of war, and may be subject to trial on criminal 
Such trial would, however, be attended by a good many 


ee will, dficulties, some of which are pointed out by Sir Herserr 
4 pt STEPHEN in a letter to the 7'imes of the 11th inst. ; and although 
: don the charge of piracy is freely made, this, of course, is only in a 
y Parle sense. It is the chief ingredient of piracy that the ship 
honelad milty of it shall not be acting under the authority of any 
propriate roognised State, and the deeds of the submarines, however 
nain* a rprehens: bie, are not in this category. It is a natural wish to 
pensation se the slayers of ciy ihans—men, women, and children—brought 
t this isa io the bar of a criminal court, but we doubt whether this is 
, the course which events will take. During the war there are 
drious objections to any refusal to accord to military and naval 
prisoners the ordinary immunities of prisoners of war, and when 
the war is over, we imagine the practical question will rather b« 
© loss and dcurity for the future than of punishment for the past. 
acts made 5 
outbreak. Evidence of Reduction in Rateable Values. 
J, OF C0.» Ax IMPORTANT point of rating law was incidentally decided by 


r, and con. the House of Lords in London County Council vy. Islington Assess 
duntilthe JF gent Commitice (Times, 23rd ult.) Under the provisions 
positionel #% of the Valuation (Metropolis) Act of 1869, as everyone 
We believe 9% knows, the valuation list of London is revised quinquen- 
suggested Hf silly, but to meet the case of alterations in rateable value 
to decliy 9] curring between the two quinquennial lists, power is given fo 
rmined ot 9] eoverseers of the parish (who in London are the Metropolitan 
decision 8 Hi] Borough Councils) to appoint a valuer for the purpose of drawing 
udministra- & provisional list affecting those hereditaments the values 
‘ure should Pebich have altered (section 47 (1)and (2)). “If inthe course 
ut codifica- d any year,” runs the section, “the value of any hereditament 
of leading i. . . . from any cause ‘increased or reduced in value 
adoption of .. + « (1) the overseers of the parish . . . . may,and 
for dealing Hm the written requisition of the Assessment Committee 
igs Against | shall, send to the Assessment Committee a provisional 
ence of 1. HE ligt &e.” Now two difficulties are obvious on the face of this 
t the law. Te dause. First, how far is the duty of the overseers of the Assess- 
right-of re Hi ment. Committee a purely ministerial duty, and how far is it 
y the recett BB deretionary ? Secondly, what sort of evidence of altered value 
lant. They BF aust exist before they can (or must) exercise their duties 
vained 08% Hl mder the section of drawing up a provisional list and 
ct, and to pointing a valuer? The London County Council is the 
it cannot be wmpier of tramways in Islington, as elsewhere in London, and 
‘enemy *" HE thereceipts of those tramways had fallen during the years 1912 
ther serve? Hl wd 1913 as the result (they alleged) of motor-bus competition. 
: te F Thy thereupon required the borough council, as overseers, and 
rections ‘i mtheir refusal to act, the Assessment Committee, to draw up a 


nerally °°) wovisional list shewing a reduction in the value of their premises. 
_ The « The committee refused, on the ground that they must bave prima 
itish 9 evidence before they hoor act, that the values were in fact 
urt ; ae since the date of the last quinquennial valuation. They 
0 aod reused to regard a fall of receipts frem 1912 to 1915 as 
n) 


“a e of such reduction in value ; the years to be compared, 
plaintifl « ty held, were 1913 and 1910—the haved’ being the year souted 
re Mg the publication of the last quinquennial list. An application 
. hall &S mandamus against the Assessment Committee succeeded 
mtracts kéore the Divisional Court, but failed on appeal tothe Court of 









ag, a8 far , and now once more has succeeded (with a variation) in the 
House of Lords. That House agreed with the Court of Appeal 
Mbolding that the year before the last quinquennial list must 
sé ted as the basis of comparison between past and pretent 
an values, but held that a fall in gross receipts over two recent years 
er "8 prima facie evidence of a fall since the last quinquennial 
cm fur, and entitled the applicants to the appointment of a valuer, 
3 7 Will ascertain as a fact whether cr not a reduction in value 
possible actually occurred. 
and sel Theft of Goods of the Value of Less than One 





lowed 1 Shilling. 
re MEN having been charged before the magistrate for 
th London with stealing coal of the value of ninepence from 
employers, the Great Eastern Railway Co., the magistrate 
Oeasion to observe that for the present offence the 
: might, in what were called the good old days, have 






The learned magistrate does not seem to have 





been quite accurate, for a larceny of coal of the value of nine- 
pence was never punishable by death, but only subject to 
whipping or other corporal punishment, for which imprisonment 
was substituted. It is clear, however, that where the value of 
the property taken was above twelve pence, death was the 
common punishment, and this continued to be the law of the 
land down to the year 1826, subject to the singular and 
intricate exceptions introduced by the law relating to the 
benefit of clergy. While on the subject of petty larceny, we 
may refer to the intere-ting decision of PArkr, B., in Leg. v. 
Morris (9 C. & P. 349) that, although to make a thing the subject 
of an indictment for larceny it must be of some value and 
stated to be so in the indictment, yet it need not be of the value 
of some coin known to the law, that is to say of a farthing at the 
least. 


The Registration of Company 
Mortgages. 

THE Court of Appeal in Re Monolithic Building Co. (Limited) 
(reperted elsewhere) have reversed the decision of Astbury, J. 
(ante, p. 41; 1914, W. N. 391) on the effect of registration of a 
company morigage under section 93 of the Companies Act, 
1908, and the priority of such mortgages is determined by the 
order of registration solely, notwithstanding that a mortgagee 
later in point of time may, at the date of registration, Aave had 
notice of an earlier unregistered mortgage. In commenting on 
the decision of AsTBURY, J., we said that it was in accordance 
with the well-settled principle as to the effect of registration 
(ante, p. 38), namely, that registration of an incumbrance in 
pursuance of « statutory requirement is subject to the equitable 
dectrine of notice, unless the statute excludes this doctrine, 
rhus under the Middlesex Registry Act a registered mortgage is 
postponed to an earlier unregistered mortgage of which the regis- 
tered mortgagee had actual notice at the time he made his advance 
(Le Neve v. Le Neve, 1748, 3 Atk. 646), and it was the same 
under the old Yorkshire Registry Acts. ‘This was upon 
the ground that it was a fraud for the subsequent incumbrancer 
to set up his statutory registered title against an earlier 
incumbrance of which he had actual notice. It has, however, 
in modern registration statutes, been usual to exclude the 
equitable doctrine, and to make the priority of title depend 
solely upon the order of registration; and this is so in the 
Yorkshire Registration Act, 1884, s. 14, the Land Transfer Act, 
1875, s. 28, and the Merchant Shij ping Act, 1894, s. 33. In 
all ‘these statutes it is expressly provided that incumbrances 
shall rank in the order of registration, and the doctrine of notice 
is excluded. The efficacy of such a provision is illustrated by 
Black vy. Williams (1895, 1 Ch. 408) on the priority of shipping 
mortgages. 

It seemed to be a proper deduction from the above cases and 
statutes, that where a statute required registration of incum- 
brances or other interests, and did not exclude the equitable 
doctrine of notice, that doctrine would still prevail. The question 
arose in New Izion Tyre, dc., Co. v. Spilsbury (1898, 2 Ch. 484), 
and was decided in this way by the Court of Appeal. That was 
a case on the assignment of a patent, and on registration under 
the Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883, s. 87—corre- 
sponding to the Fatents and Designs Act, 1907, s. 71—but it is 
to be noticed that these statutes expressly reserve the equitable 
doctrine by the proviso “that any equities in respect of the 
patent or design may be enforced in like manner as in respect of 
any other personal property.” No doubt this made it easy to 
ignore the strict effect of registration, and it prompted the 
observation of Curity, L.J. :—‘ We are only ay plying here the 
well-known doctrine of Le Neve v. Le Neve—that the court will 
not, as Lord HARDWICKE ¢aid, allow a person to take advantage 
of the legal form appointed in the Act of Parliament to protect 
bimself against the person who had pricr equities of which he 
had actual notice.” : 

Now the Companies Act, 1908, by section 93, requires that all 
company mortgages shall be registered, and the penalty for non- 





registration is that the instrument is void against the liquidator 
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and any creditor of the company so far as it confers any security 
on the company’s property, but there is no provision either 
excluding or including the equitable doctrine of notice, and no 
rovision that mortgages are to rank in order of registration. 
n Edwards v. Edwards (2 Ch. D. 291) it was held that the 
doctrine of notice could not be imported into the Bills of Sale 
Acts, which contain similar provision for avoidance on non- 
registration, and James, LJ., said:— I think it would be 
dangerous to engraft an equitable exception upon a modern 
Act of Parliament” ; and MeLuisu, L.J., expressed his agreement 
with this remark. On the other hand, in Greaves v. Tofield (14 
Ch. D. 563), which was a case on the registration of an annuity 
under the Judgments Acts, 1855, the Court of Appeal held that 
the statute was to be construed on the footing of the doctrine 
of Le Neve v. Le Neve, and that registration of an annuity did 
not avail against notice of an earlier unregistered annuity. 
Under the circumstances the weight of authority would seem 
to be in favour of making the equitable doctrine of notice prevail. 
The observations in Edwards v. Edwards (supra), as to not allow- 
ing an equitable exception to be engrafted upon a modern Act 
of Parliament, are met by the consideration that the Legislature 
has not failed to exclude the doctrine where it has thought fit 
to do so, and in the absence of such exclusion, the natural con 
clusion is that the equitable doctrine is to apply. This is made 
clear where the requirement of registration is, as in the Patent 
Acts, expressed to be subject to equities; but apart from such 
provision, the construction of a statute would seem to be the same 
whether it ts ancient or modern. However, in the present case 
the Court of Appeal have taken a contrary view, and have held 
that the principle of Edwards v. Edwards isto be preferred. The 
Companies Act, 1908, does not make any allowance for equities, 
and the equitable doctrine is not to be grafted upon it. In faet, 
this means that the doctrine which Lord Harpwicke thought 
to be so clearly applicable to registration statutes does not com- 
mend itself to modern equity judges. 








Waiver of Annuity Arrears. 


IN a case last year before Joycr, J. (Re Paine, Swallow vy. Publie 
Trustee), which does not appear to have been reported, an 
interesting point arose with regard to the waiver by an 


annuitant of arrears of her annuity. The testator bequeathed 
his residuary real and personal estate to his trustees upon trust 
for sale, and out of the income of the proceeds to pay an 
annuity of £1,500 a year to his widow, which was to be paid on 
the usual quarter days in each year. He died in 1887, and his 
widow survived him and died in 1913. In no year was the 
income of the residuary estate sufficient to meet the annuity 
instalments for that year in full, but it was admitted that the 
annuity was charged on the corpus of the residuary estate, 
Hence the question arose whether the arrears of the annuity 
were payable to the widow's estate. 

On behalf of one of the residuary legatees under the testator’s 
will it was contended that, on the evidence, the widow had, 
down to a year or so before her death, intended never to claim 
past arrears on the instalments of herannuity. These had been 
regularly paid to her on or about the usual quarter days, but 
they were reduced instalments, of a uniform sum, short of the 
full amount by some three or four hundred pounds annually. In 
point of fact no part of the corpus of the residue had been 
realized during the widow’s lifetime to make up the difference, 
annually or otherwise, and it was contended that the trustees 
had refrained from making full payments because of the widow's 
refusal to have the corpus touched, although in point of fact she 
had never executed any formal release of the arrears. On these 
— it was submitted that it ought to be held that there 

ad from time to time been a waiver of each of the differences 
between the amounts actually paid and the full amount of each 
insta'ment, and that that waiver had been so acted upon by the 
trustees, in refraining to raise the difference out of corpus, as to 
make the matter irrevocable as against the widow and her 
representatives, His lordship, however, did not accede to this 
view, 





‘ 


It should be noticed that a life annuity is merely a series 
of deferred legacies. The amount of each such deferred legacy, 
that is to say, the amount of each instalment, is certain, 
but the number of the instalments which will become payable is, 
in the nature of the case, uncertain. All authorities on the subject 
agree that an instalment of an annuity of this kind, payable at 
a stated time, is for all intents and purpose a legacy in itself, and 
the question is really one of waiver of a legacy. There is, 
however, a great paucity of authority, first, as to what 
amounts to a waiver of a legacy; and, secondly, whether 
a mere voluntary waiver can retracted. These questions 
were recently before SwinreN Eapy, J,, in the case of le 
Young, Fraser v. Young (1913, 1 Ch. 272). In that case there 
was a trust to pay the income of a trust legacy to s 
lady for life, and then to pay the income to her son for his life, 
The first guasi-tenant for lite refused to take the income, and with 
her consent it was paid to the second quasi-tenant for life, but on the 
latter's death the mother claimed to be paid the income in future, 
and his lordship upheld her claim. But the learned judge 
prefaced his judgment with the observation that it was clear that 
there had been no change of position as regarded the trustees 
or the residuary legatees, The inference to be drawn from this 
observation, and, indeed, from other passages in his lordship’s 
judgment, is that if a legatee’s waiver of his legacy results in 
some change of position as regards other parties, the waiver 
becomes irrevocable. a 

In the case of failure to claim annuity arrears it is quite 
possible that there may be such a change of position. Thus, 
if trastees have to raise small sums from time to time out 
of an estate consisting of a large number of investments they 
have, at any rate, for the time being, a considerable choice as 
regards the investment which can best be sold. Consequently 
it may well be to the advantage of the residuary legatees that 
the deficiencies in the annuity should be raised at the time; 
for if, at the annuitant’s death, a large sum has to be raised 
within a limited time, all the odvenegs of choice and 
selection of investments disappears, and the case becomes 
one—as it was argued before Joycr, J.—of a forced sale 
with all the disadvantages involved therein. It is quite true 
of course, that the ob of the annuitant to have arrears 
raised out of corpus may result in some advantages to the 
estate and disadvantages to the annuitant, even though she 
afterwards succeeds in obtaining payment of the arrears. Thus 
the annuitant, by deferring payment of a part of her instal. 
ments, will lose the interest on that money. For it is nows 
well established rule that, except where there is something in 
the nature of default on the part of those who ought to have 
paid the instalments, the court never allows interest on arrears of 
annuity instalments; see Zorre v. Brown (5 H. L. C., per Lord 
CRANWORTH, at p. 553). The interest thus lost to the annuitant 
goes, of course, to swell the income of the estate, and thus 
enures for the benefit of the residuary legatees. Again, 
may happen, that the investments of the residuary estale 
actually appreciate instead of depreciating in value. In practice 
this now seldom happens. Again, no doubt, piecemeal sales 
are, generally speaking, more expensive than one large sale. . 

But the point which it is sought to bring out is, not that the 
court is called upon to weigh or measure the extent of the chan 
of position, but that some change in the relative positions of thé 
annuitant and the residuary legatees has, and must necessarily 
have, resulted from the trustees having refrained (on the 
annuitant’s initiative) from raising the full annuity ee 
when they were due. No one can suggest that the court nee, 
or does, go into nice calculations with regard to the extent 
nature of change of position, where a waiver has been as 
It seems to be enough for the court that the waiver bas r 
acted upon, and that there has, in fact, been some yr 
position (see and compare Yeomans v. Williams, L. R. 1 4, | 
as to waiver of interest on a —— - it ie 

Annuity law is not without anomalies, and it may be that it 
one of those anomalies that, where a testator bequeaths an — 
and directs that it shall be paid on stated days, and charges ra 
the corpus of his personal estate, it is open to the annuitall 
build up a debt on the estate in his or her favour, notwiths 
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the terms of the will. If so, it is not a more striking anomaly 
than the rule of annuity law mentioned above, that an unpaid 
annuitant cannot recover interest on the arrears of her annuity. 
A pecuniary legatee can recover interest on his unpaid legacy, 

annuity instalments are mere deferred legacies. Yet, as 
already pointed out, the annuitant is deprived of his interest on 
the unpaid legacy. But the existence of one anomaly hardly 
justifies the existence of another. 








Correspondence. 


Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1914. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.} 


Sir,—I should be interested to have your views or those of your 
readers as to the application of the above Act to the following 
classes of sums becoming payable to an alien enemy :—- 

1. A premium payable by a limited company in pursuance of 
an exclusive licence, granted before the war, to use a 
patented article and provided to be paid by instalments. 

2. Interest on such premium payable in the meantime. 

3. Royalties payable half-yearly under such licence. 

4. Whether a solicitor, by the licence appointed the agent of 
the or and who ordinarily sees that the pay- 
ments are duly made by the licencees to an English branch 
of the patentee’s enemy bankers, but does not himself 
receive the money, is a person “managing” the patent 
rights and so liable to notify the Custodian under clause 
3 of the Act ? 

The “obligations of any company ” referred to in section 2 (5) must 
conpeye be ejusdem generis with shares and debentures, the 
scope of the Act being apparently to affect capital interests in trad- 
ing concerns as distinguished from general debts owing to enemy 

itors. 

Unpaid purchase-money, such as the premium referred to, can 
searcely be cl as a loan to the company, although while un- 
paid it is doubtless used in the company’s business: And the 
royalty and interest, being payable irrespective of profits made, do 
notseem to fall within the category of payments affected by clause 2 
of the Act. ; Lorpis. 

March 5. 

[We hope to consider this letter next week.—Ep. S../.] 








Reviews. 
Bankruptcy. 

Tae Law anxb Pkacrice my Bankruptcy: Comprisinc THE 
Bankruptcy Act, 1914; THe BaANKruptcy RuLes AND Fors, 
1915; THE Desrors Acts, 1869, 1878, wirH RULES AND Forms ; 
tHE Dreps or ARRANGEMENT AcT, 1914 ; THE DEEDS oF 
ARRANGEMENT RuLES AND Forms, 1915, AND THE ORDERS 
THEREUNDER. By The Right Honourable Sir Rotanp L. 
Vavuenan WiiaMs, Kt., lately a Lord Justice of Appeal, and 
Epwarp WiLtiAM Hansett, M.A., a Bencher of the Inner 
Temple. Exreventu Epition. By Epwarp WILLIAM HANSELL 
and Mires Epwarp HAnsELL, BA. Barrister-at-Law. Stevens 
& Sons (Limited) ; Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 30s. 


_ The feature of the present edition of “ Williams on Bankruptcy ” 
is the inclusion of the text of the consolidating Bankruptcy Act, 
1914, and Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1914. The Bankruptcy Act, 
1883, was largely amended by the Act of 1890, and there were further 
very important alterations in the Act of 1913, which extended 
also to deeds of arrangement. Certain sections of the Act of 1883, 
relating to disqualifieations, executions, and administration orders 
in county courts, are left unrepealed ; but the Bankruptcy Act, 1914, is 
4 consolidation of all the provisions properly relating to Bankruptcy, 
and the editors have prefaced its text with a table shewing where 
the sections of the repealed Acts are to be found in the present 
statute. There is a similar table for the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 
1914. It may be noticed that section 55—the disclaimer section— 
of the Act of 1883 is section 54 of the present Act, and the 
’ notes form, as before, a useful guide to the interpretations 
on the section by judicial decision. The law as to dealings 
of a bankrupt with after-acquired property was altered in 1913, so 
3 to assimilate the law as to real and personal property. This is 
Row contained in section 47, though the relevant notes are given 
Under section 38. Practitioners will be glad to have the adaptation of 
useful work to the new statutes. 


Books of the Week. 


Death Duties.—A Practical Guide to the Death Duties and 
to the Preparation of Death Duty Accounts. By Cuaries Beatty 
(Solicitor), of the Estate Duty Office, Somerset House. Fifth Edition 
(Revised and Enlarged). Effingham Wilson. 4s, net. 

Companies.—Company Law and Practice. An Alphabetical 
Guide Thereto. By Herpert W. Jorpan. ‘Twelfth Edition. 
Jordan & Sons (Limited). 3s. 6d. net. 

_Equity.—The Principles of Equity. Intended for the Use of 
Students and Practitioners. By Epmunp H. T. Snewu, Barrister- 
at-Law. Seventeenth Edition. By H. Grason Rivineton, M.A. 
(Oxon), and A. Ciirrorp Fountatng. Stevens & Haynes. 21s. 

_ Criminal Appea].—Criminal Appeal Cases. Reports of Cases 
in the Court of Criminal Appeal. January 25, February,1, 8, 9 
15, 1915. Edited by Herman Coney, Barrister-at-Law. Vol. IL, 
Part 5. Stevens & Haynes, 4s, net. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


WEST RIDING RIVERS BOARD v. LINDTHWAITE URBAN 
DISTRICT COUNCIL. No, 2. 12th and 13th January. 


Rivers—Poitvution—Poitutina Liquip Proceeping FROM FAaActToRIEs 
—PROCEEDINGS INSTITUTED BY One Sanitary AvuTHORITY AGAINST 
ANOTHER SANITARY AvUTHORITY— Powers or River Boarp 
** Persons’’ AGAINST WHOM PROCEEDINGS CAN BE TAKEN—RIVERS 
Poutution Prevention Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vict. c. 75), Part IILL., 
ss. 4, 5, 6, 7, 8—Rivers Potturion Prevention Act, 1893 (56 & 5/ 
Vicr. c. 31), «. 1. 


The West Riding of Yorkshire Rivers Board was, by a Provisional 
Order, pussess ed of all the powers and duties of a sanitary authority, 
and, us plaintiffs, instituted proceedings in the county court, under 
section 4 of the Rivers Pollution Prevention Act, 18/6, against the 
defendants, a local sanitary authority, for causing to fall or flow, 
or knowingly pernatting to fall or flow or be carried into the river Colne 
polluting liquid proceeding frem certaim fuctoriws and Jrom manufac 
turing processes through a sewer alleged to be vested in the defendants. 
The county court judge held that the defendants had committed an 
offence within section 4, but the Divisional Court, upholding the con- 
tention of the defendants, and dismissing the action, were of opinion 
that the only persons against whom proceedings could be taken under 
that section were the traders whose factory or manufacturing process 
wus producing the noxious liquid. 

Held, that section 8 of the Act of 1876 gave the Ceypees sanitary 
authority power to bring the action, and if they could establish that 
the defendant sanitary authority had committed an offence under section 
4, the restrictions placed on the bringing of an action under that section 
against a trader did not prevent the defendant sanitary authority from 
being sued. Case remitted to the Divisional Court for the appeal to be 
dealt with on its merits, 

Decision of Divisional Court (58 SoLicrrors’ Journav, 434; 1914, 2 
K. B. 13,12 L. G. B. 533) reveraed, 

Appeal by the plaintiffs against an order of the Divisional Court 
allowing an appeal by the defendants (reported 58 Soticirons’ Journat, 
434; 1914, 2 K. B, 13). The defendants had appealed from a judgment 
of the Huddersfield County Court, whereby it was declared that they 
had committed an offence under section 4 of the Rivers Pollution 
Prevention Act, 1876, by permitting to be carried into a stream 
polluting liquid proceeding from a factory or manufacturing process. 
‘They based their appeal on the ground, inter alia, that section 4 had 
no application to a sanitary authority, and, therefore, whether they 
had been guilty or not of the offence alleged, they could not be sued 
under section 4, or, in other words, they could not be made 
defendants to the claim for a declaration, as proceedings taken under 
that section were by inference confined to proceedings agaiust persons 
whose factory or manufacturing process was producing the noxious 
liquid. The Divisional Court took that view, and, therefore, without 
dealing with the appeal on its merits, allowed the objection, and entered 
judgment for the defendants. The Rivers Board appealed. 

Bucxey, L.J., said that by a Provisional Order of 1893, made by 
the Local Government Board, the West Riding of Yorkshire Rivers 
Board were given all the powers and duties of a sanitary authority 
under the Rivers Pollufion Prevention Act, 1876. The county court 
judge was of opinion that the plantiff sanitary authority was entitled 
to a declaration that the defendant local sanitary authority had been 
guilty of the offence charged and gave judgment for the plaintiffs. 
The defendants appealed to the Divisional Court, and in the Divisional 
Court raised for the first time as a defence that they were defendants 
of a class who could not be proceeded against under Part I1I., section 
4, by reason of the restrictions contained in section 6. For himself, 
he was not embarrassed by the fact that this defence wae raised for 
the first time in the Divisional Court. The parties ogvend that it was 
properly raised in the Divisional Court, and he thought that this 





court could review the decision given upon it, because if it turned out 
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that it wae a sound decision, it was clear that the judgment in the 
county court could not stand. That was the only question before 
this court. The Divisional Court had not considered the case on its 
merite, and this court had nothing before them on which, so far as 
the merits were concerned, they could decide anything. In his 
view the liability of the defendant sanitary authority to be sued was 
concluded by section 8 of the Act of 1876, which clearly authorized the 
plaintiffs to bring this action against them. Therefore, for the purposes 
of this action, the local samtary authority could properly be made 
defendants, unless there was an inference to be drawn from section 4, 
coupled with the restrictions contained in section 6, that they could 
not as a public body be sued. He thought no such inference was to bk 
drawn. No doubt the view of the legwlature was that it was better 
that there should be pollution than that the business of a trader should 
be unfairly interfered with. For iaat reason proceedings against a 
trader must be with the sanction of the Local Government Board. The 
result was that this appeal would be allowed, with costs, and the 
case remitted to the Divisional Court, with an intimation that the 
Jocal sanitary authority could properly be made defendants, and 
therefore their appeal against the judgment of the county court must 
be heard on its merits. 

Kennepy and Picxrorp, L.JJ., gave judgment to the like effect.— 
CounseL, for the appellants, Scott For, K.C., and Lowenthal; for the 
respondents, Waugh, K.C., and #. A. Shepherd. Sorscrrors, Clements, 
Williams, d& Uo., for H. F. Atter, Waketield ; Edgar Bogue, for Owen 
& Bailey, Huddersfield. 

[Reported by Ensains Rarp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re O'GRADY. O'GRADY ce. WILMOT. No. 1. 25th February. 
Revenue—Estate Dury—Serrtement—Tarusr ror Sate—Exercise of 

GENERAL Power or AppoIntTMENT py Witt—Conversion—‘‘ Property 

PassinG To Executors as Sucn ’’—Finance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vicr. 

c. BW), s. 9 (1). 

By a marriage settlement land was conveyed to trustees upon trust 
for sale, and to hold the proceeds upon trust for such persons as the 
ettlor should by deed of wdl appoint The settlor ext rewcd thia power 
by her will, appointing the property, the bulk of which still remained 
unsold, to her husband for life, with remainders over. 

Held (reve ing Eve, J.), that the appointed property, having been 
notionally converted, passed to the executors of the will aa such, and 


that the estate duty thereon wae payable out of the residuary personal 


estate. 

Re H idley, Johnson 1 Hadley (1909, 1 (A. 20). applied 

Re Lord Grimthorpe (1908, 2 U'A. 675) distinguished. 

Appeal by defendants from a decision of Eve, J. (reported ante, Pp 
90). By a marriage settlement of 28th November, 1881, certain freehold 


hereditaments in Northumberland were settled by the wife upon trust | 


for sale and conversion, at the request of the settlor during her life, 
and after her death at the discretion of the trustees, and the proceeds 
of such sale were to be held upon trust for such persone as the wife 
should, by deed or will, appoint, and in default of appointment for 
herself for life, and after her death for her husband for life, with 
remainder to the issue of the marriage. The settlor made her will in 


October, 1909, and thereby, after reciting the power of appointment, in | 


exercise of the power, appointed that the trustees of the settlement 
should, from and after her decease, stand possessed of all the heredita 
ments, property, money, stocks, funds and securities, subject to the 
ettlement, in trust to transfer to the trustees of her will, to be held 


by them upon trusts for sale and conversion, not to be exercised during 
her husband's lifetime without his consent, and to pay the income to him | 


for life, with remainders over. The husband was made residuary 
legatee. The settlor died in 1910. At her death the bulk of the settled 
property remained unsokl, but some small parcele had been sold from 
time to time, the purchase money of which was appointed by the 
settlor to, and received by, herself. The trustees took out an origina 
ting summons to determine the question whether the estate duty ought 
to be borne by the appointed property, or by the residuary estate. 
Eve, J., held that the testator intended to put an end to the trust for 
sale in the settlement and to assure the property to the appointees in its 
then condition as land; that the case fell within the principle of the 
decision in Re Lord Grimthorpe, Beckett v. Grimthorpe (1 , 3 Ch. 
675); and that the property did not pass to the executors as such within 
the Finance Act, 1894, s. 9 (1). The estate duty, therefore, he 
held was charged on the land appointed, and not payable out of the 
residuary estate. The remaindermen appealed. 

Tue Court allowed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said the case had been most strenuously 
argued by counsel for the residuary legatee, but he had against him a 
considered judgment of that court, which had been considered, but 
never questioned, in the House of Lords. It was decided in Re Hadley, 
Johnson v. Hadley (1909, 1 Ch. 20), that property appointed by will in 
exercise of a general power of appointment, passed to the executors of 
the will as such, and therefore the estate duty on it was payable by the 
executors out of the general personal estate. [Having stated the 
material parts of the settlement, his lordship proceeded :| It could not 
be disputed that the real estate was notionally converted into money. 
Then, by her will, the testatrix manifestly intended to exercise the 
power contained in the settlement. The property subject to the power 
was still, notionally, personalty, and therefore passed to her executors 
as euch. 
ought to be taken, as real estate, and that there were indications of 


intention in the will that it should be retained as unconverted real 
estate. In his lordship’s judgment that was irrelevant. It could make 
no difference if the testatrix had expressly directed that the property 
should devolve as real estate. Eve, J., seemed to have thought there 
was something in He Lord Grimthorpe (supra) to support his decision, 
But in tht case there was no enforceable trust for sale ; the property 
was ‘“‘at home,” and the settlor the only possible beneficiary. The 
property there was land, and there was no ground for turning it into 
money after the settlor’s death. The property in the present case must 
be taken as it existed at the moment of the settlor’s death, when it 
was notionally personalty, and it could not be treated as having been 
reconverted. The appeal would be allowed. F 

Puutrmore, L.J., and Joyce, J., delivered judgment to the same 
effect.—Counset, Clayton, K.C., and Andrewes-Uthwatt ; Maugham, 
K.C., and A. J. Spencer, for F. H. L. Errington, in H.M k orces 
Souicirors, Gibson & Weldon, for F. W. Romney & Co., Malvern; 
Darley, Cumberland, & Co. 

[Reported by H. Lanororp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re MONOLITHIC BUILDING CO. TACON +. THE COMPANY. 
No.1. 25th and 26th February. 


Compiny — Mortcaces — Priority — Recistration — UNREGISTERED 
Morrcace or LAND—DeBenture SuBsequentLy Issvep TO DrReEcToR 
anp Reorsterep—Norice or UNREGISTERED MORTGAGE—COMPANIES 
(Consotipation) Act, 1908 (8 Ep. 7, c. 69), s. 93. 

The priority of mortgages of any of its property grante d by a company 
depends entirely on due registratwn of such mortgages under section & 
of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. The equitable doctrine 
of notice in cases under the Middlesex Registry Acts and the Judgments 
Act, 1855, under which a subsequent incumbrancer with notice of a prior 
unregistered mortgage is not allowed to obtain priority by registration of 
his mortgage, does not apply and will not be extended to the registration 
of charges under the Companies Act. 

Edwards v. Edwards (2 Ch. D. 291) followed. 

Decision of Astbury, J. (ante, p. 41), reversed. 

Appeal by a defendant from a decision of Astbury, J. (reported ante, 
p. 41). The plaintiff took a mortgage of some land in Hertfordshire 
from the company to secure £500 and interest, the company’s seal 
being affixed to it in the presence of the defendant Jenkins and another 
director, and the secretary. The mortgage was not registered under 





| of land did not require to be registered. 


But then it was said that the property was still in fact, and | 


section 93 of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, owing to an 
erroneous statement contained in a text-book that ordinary mortgages 
The company subsequently 
issued a first debenture to the plaintiff, creating a floating charge on the 
company’s assets, to secure a further advance, and later on issued @ 
second mortgage debenture to the defendant Jenkins, expressly made 
subject to the first, but without mentioning the original mortgage 
The debentures were both sealed in the presence of Jenkins and another, 
and duly registered. The defendant Jenkins sub-mortgaged his second 
debenture to the defendant Calway to secure an advance. It was then 
discovered that the plaintiff's mortgage ought to have been registered, 
and the time for doing so having been extended by the court, without 
prejudice to existing rights, it was subsequently registered. The 
mortgage interest being in arrear, the plaintiff brought this action to 
enforce her securities, and the question arose whether her mortgage was 


| postponed to Jenkins’ debenture, or whether the fact that Jenkins had 


notice of the plaintiff's mortgage when he registered his debenture 
prevented him from relying on section 93 of the Companies Act, 1908. 
Astbury, J., gave judgment for the plaintiff, holding that the equitable 
doctrine of notice preventing a subsequent incumbrancer from taking 
advantage of defects in registration under the Middlesex Registry Acts 
and the Judgments Act, 1855, as laid down in Le Neve v. Le Neve (3 
Atkin, 646) and Davis v. The Earl of Strathmore (16 Ves. 428), 
upplied also to the Companies Act, 1908, section 93 of which is so far 
as material as follows :—‘‘ Every mortgage or charge created after 
Ist July, 1908, by a company shall, so far as any security 
on the company’s property or undertaking is thereby conferred, b« void 
against the liquidator and any creditor of the company unless — reg!* 
tered with the registrar of companies in manner required by the Act. 
The defendant Jenkins appealed. 

Tue Court allowed the appeal. : 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, MR. said the case raised an important point 


which had not been decided before. [His lordship stated the facts and 
proceeded :] He proposed to consider the language of section 95 without 
regard to any of the cases which had been relied on, for there was no 
authority bearing upon it. Jenkins, of course, was a creditor of the 
company in respect of his registered security, and the section said or 
a mortgage, unless registered, was to be void against the liquidator ant 


‘any creditor.’’ He could see no reason for holding that those words 


did not mean what they said, but would refrain from expressing 
opinion as to what might happen in the event of a winding up order. 
lt was argued that the section should be read contrary to its ordinary 
sense, as subject to the exception “‘except where the creditor has 
notice.”” There was no question of fraud; it was not fraud for parties 
to take advantage of their ordinary legal rights. The decisions under 
the Registry Acts had been invoked, but the language of those cain 
was materially different and included a preamble as to the mis hief © 
ecret conveyances. Lord Hardwick’s decision in Le Neve v. Le Neve 

upra), W here there had been a scheme concocted to defraud children 
of their interests under their parents’ marriage settlement, had been 
| dissented from by many judges who did not feel themselves at liberty 


any 
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to depart from it, and therefore followed it. But it was said the Court 
of Appeal had followed the same plan in Greaves v. Tofield (14 Ch. D. 
563) and applied the same doctrine to the Judgments Act, 1855, s. 
12. That was in the last section of an Act, which in several places 
dealt with notice as an alternative to registration. In section 12, 
however, there was no reference to notice, and the court held that in 
a case coming under that section the old equitable doctrine still applied. 
In Edwards vy. Edwards (2 Ch. D. 291) notice was held not to take 
the case out of the Bills of Sale Act. ‘‘ It would be dangerous to graft 
an equitable exception on to a modern Act of Parliament; it was not 
consistent with the policy of the Legislature.’’ Could any distinction 
be drawn in the present case because the deed was not ‘“‘ void to all 
intents and purposes "’? It was rather strange that Edwards vy. 
Edwards was not cited in Greaves v. Tofield. As between the two his 
lordship preferred to follow Edwards v. Edwards. The old doctrine 
of equity as to notice ought not to be extended to a modern Act of 
Parliament. 

Pumutmore, L.J., who observed that Greaves v. Tofield could be 


explained by the fact that the language of the Judgments Act, 1855, | 2 
INSURANCE—SICKNESS AND ACCIDENT—ExcreptTions—Poticy—* ANY- 


s. 12, was the same as in the Act 4 & 5 William & Mary, c. 20. 
on which depended the decision in Davis v. Earl of Strathmore (supra), 
as well as on other grounds, and 

Joyce, J., gave judgment to the same effect.—Counset, J. W. Man- 


ning; Hon. Frank Russell, K.C., and Lyttleton Chubb. Sorscrrors, | 


C. Beaumont Cottam; Farrer, Porter & Co. for Bertram R. Yorke. 
Eye, Suffolk. 


{Reported by H. Laycrorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re JOHNBON. COWLEY v. THE PUBLIC TRUSTEE AND OTHERS. 
Astbury, J. 2ist January. 

Sermiep Lanp—Trvust Errner to Retain orn Sett—Svusseqvent Drs 
CRETIONARY Power or PostPONEMENT—TENANT FOR LireE—ConsTRUC 
TION—WHeETHER Trust on Power—Serritep Lanp Act, 1882 (45 & 
4% Vict. c. 38), s. 63. 

Where a testater devised his property to his trustees upon trust 
tither ta retain or sell it, and gave his trustees also a discretion to 
postpone sale, but subsequent directions in the will were directions 
ordinarily applicable only to proceeds of sale, 

Held, that the trust to retain or sell was really, having regard to the 
rest of the will, a trust to sell, with a power tou retain, meaning thereby 
a power to postpone, and that, acc ordingly, section 63 of the Settle d 
Land Act, 1882, was applicable. 

Re Goodall’s Settlement, Fane v. Goodall (1909, 1 Ch. 440), die- 
tinguished. 

Re Crips, Crips v. Todd (95 L. 7. Rep. 865), applied. 

This was an originating summons, in which the applicant claimed, as 
equitable tenant for life, to be entitled to exercise her powers 
under the Settled Land Act, 1882, while the respondents, who 
were the remaindermen, claimed that the property was held on trust 
for sale, within the provisions of section 63 of that Act, and that accord 
ingly the plaintiff could only exercise her powers with the leave of the 
court. By clause 8 of his will, which was dated 23rd January, 1906, 
the testator devised and bequeathed his residuary, real, and personal 
property, except his copyholds, unto and to the use of his trustees 

upon trust either to retain the whole or any part thereof in the same 
state as at the time of my death, or at such time or times, and in such 

Manner as my trustees shall think fit to sell, call in and convert into 

money all or any part thereof,” and after payment of debts, &c., upon 

trust to invest the proceeds in investments thereby authorized. By 
clause 12 the testator declared that ‘‘ my trustees may in their uncon 
trollable discretion, and without being responsible for any loss or 
diminution of value which may result therefrom, postpone the sale 
and conversion of any part of my residuary, real, and personal pro- 
perty, and particularly any of my real property, which, in the opinion 
of my trustees, has any present or prospective value as building land ; 
and the income of any property until sale or conversion shall be held 
and applied upon the same trusts as are declared concerning income 
of my trust estate.’’ There was a power to let and manage, and also 

& separate provision directing the sale of the copyholds, and a wide 

mvestment clause, with power on sale to lend on mortgage up to three 

quarters of the purchase price. The testator died in 1909, and in 1913 

the Public Trustee was appointed a trustee in the place of the surviving 

trustees of the will. There were no gifts following the direction to 
retain or sell, shewing an intention by the testator that his real estate 
should remain and be dealt witn as such, but all the later trusts in 

e will were trusts ordinarily applicable to proceeds of sale. 

Astsury, J., after stating the facts, referred to the following 
Cases :— Pe Hotchkya (1886, 32 Ch. D. 408), Re Horne’s Settled 
Estates (1888, 39 Ch. D. 84), Re Goodall’s Settlement (1909, 1 Ch. 440), 
Re Wagstaff’s Settled Estates (1909, 2 Ch. 201), and Re Cripa (1906, 
95 L.T. 865), and said : In the present case there is nothing in the gifts 
following the trust to retain or sell to shew an intention that the real 
estate should remain realty as in the case of Re Hotchkys; but the 
Subsequent trusts are such as are ordinarily applicable to personal 
estate. In my judgment the true solution of this case is to be found 
™ clause 12 The power to retain in clause 8 may either have been 











| intended as a power or election to retain indefinitely, or only as a mere 


power of postponement. Clause 12, however, which gives an ordinary 
power of postponement, is not limited to such portions of the real 
estate as the trustees elect to sell under clause 8, but is perfectly 
general. The testator directs his copyholds, which are excepted from 
clause 8, to be sold absolutely, and, having regard to the will generally 


| and to the general terms of the power of postponement, I think clause 8 


ought to be read as a trust for sale, subject to a power to retain, mean- 
ing a power to postpone, such as was expressly given in clause 12, and 
on the whole I come to the conclusion that there was a trust for sale 
within section 63.—Counsen, The Hon. Frank Russell, K.C., and 
Alfred Adams; Hewitt, K.C., and W. RB. Sheldon; Micklem, K.C., and 
W. S. Eastwood. Soricrrors, Clowes, Hickley, & Steward; Thomp- 
son, Quarrell, & Jones ; Charles Rogers, Sons, & Abbott; Tilleards. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.} 


Re UNITED LONDON AND SCOTTISH INSURANCE CO. (LIM.). 
Astbury, J. 19th and 26th January ; 2nd February. 


THING SwALLowep, ADMINISTERED or INHALED '’—INsurED Deap IN 
a Room wits tHE Gas On—Wuetuer INVOLUNTARY INHALATION— 
AmbBicuity—Company LIaBLe. 


‘ 


‘anything inhaled" 


An exception in a policy of meurance against 


| was held to mean anything inhaled by the volition of the assured, and 


did not exclude the company from lability in respect of death from 
involuntary inhalation. 


Re Bradley and Essex and Suffolk Accident Indemnity Society (1912, 
1 K. B. 415) followed. 

This was a claim by executors to prove in the winding up of an 
insurance company in respect of a policy with their testator. The 
policy insured against bodily injury by violent, accidental, external 
or visible means, and if the injury within three months of its occurrence 
was the sole and direct cause of the assured’s death they would pay 
£500. A condition of the policy said, ‘‘ This policy does not insure 
against death caused by fits or faints illness or physical infirmity. 
This policy also does not insure against death by accident caused by 
medical or surgical treatment, or fighting, ballooning, racing, self- 
injury or suicide, or anything swallowed or sdministered or inhaled, nor 
against injuries received whilst the assured is, by intoxicating liquors, or 
mental unsoundness, or otherwise rendered less capable than usual 
of taking care of himself, nor does it insure against injuries arising out 
of war, invasion, nor assault or breach of the peace.’’ The insured 
was found dead in a room with the unlighted gas turned on, suffocated 
by gas poisoning, there being no suggestion of suicide. The 
liquidator rejected the proof on the ground that the gas was inhaled. 
There were no English authorities on the point whether ‘ anything 
inhaled ’’ meant anything voluntarily or involuntarily inhaled, but there 
were conflicting American authorities, which are referred to in 
Macgillivray on Insurance, p. 954. 

Astsury, J., after stating the facts, said: In my judgment the 
claim of the applicants, the executors, to prove in the liquidation of 
the insurance company must be allowed. The words in the conditions 
are at least ambiguous, and that being so, should be construed against 
the company in the more limited and more apparent sense. If there 
is a real uncertainty whether words are to be read in an enlarged or 
restricted sense they ought to be construed contra proferentes, and 
this is especially so in a document intended, as this policy is, to cover 
a general risk subject to exceptions insisted upon by the company : 
Re Bradley and Essex and Suffolk: Accident Indemnity Society (supra 
—CounseL, William Shakespeare; H. B. Wright. Sottcrrors, Trower, 
Still, Parkin, & Keeling, for Pike & Chapman, Galashiels ; Wrensted, 
Hind, ad Robe rta 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law,] 


High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
FLUDE (LIM.) v. GOLDBERG (ISAACS, Claimant). Div. Court. 
13th January, 


INTERPLEADER—Cotunty Court—Ciatm To Exctusive OWNERSHIP BY 
CLammant—Proor or Part OwnersHip—VALIDITY. 

On an interpleader issue the claimant claimed goods seized in execu- 
tion by the execution creditors aa his exclusive property. The jury 
found that they were the property of a partnership of which he was 
a member. The county court judge held that he must adjudicate upon 
the claim as made, and gave judgment for the execution creditors. 

Held, that the question was not, whether the goods were the 
claimant's absolutely, but whether they were hia as againat the execu. 
tion creditors, and that under these circumstances they were, and that 
he was entitled to judgment. 


Appeal from the Leicester County Court. In 1914 Isaacs, tho 
claimant, ang Goldberg, the execution debtor, were in business 
together, and a shop was taken at Nottingham. The execution 
creditors, under a judgment obtained in 1911 against Goldberg, 
seized goods in this shop. The claimant wrote to the sheriff 
stating tnat the goods did not belong to Goldberg, but to him, and 
requested the sheriff to withdraw from possession. The latter then 
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issued an interpleader summons in the High Court, which was trans- 
ferred to the county court. It was ordered that on payment of £85 
the sheriff should withdraw, and that sum was paid. At the hearing 
the jury found that tne goods were not those of the claimant, but of 
a partnership of which the members were the claimant and Goldberg. 
The county court judge held that he must adjudicate upon the claim as 
made, and as the claimant had failed to substantiate his claim to 
the sole ownership of the goods, he gave judgment for the execution 
creditors. The claimant appealed. It was contended for the claimant 
that the issue was whether tne claimant was entitled to the goods as 
against the execution creditors, not whether they were his absolutely, 
and that as he had a lien on them as a partner they were his as against 
the execution creditors. For the execution creditors it was contended 
that the claimant had claimed them absolutely, and had thus defined 
the issue, which had been decided against him. Section 156 of 
the County Courts Act, 1888, directed that the money—the £85—de 
posited with the sheriff should ‘“‘ abide the decision of tne judge upon 
such claim.’’ That meant the claim as made, not another claim. 
Riptey, J., said there must be judgment for the claimant. The 
county court judge nad paid too much attention to the case of Wells 
v. Hughes (1907, 2 K. B. 845), which had nothing to do with the matter. 
An action was brought in 1911 by Flude & Co. against Goldberg for a 
debt, and judgment was obtained against him. Execution was issued, 
but was abortive 
together, and took a shop. The sheriff, representing the judgment of 
1911, seized goods in this shop. Isaacs then claimed these goods as 
his exclusive property. That was a claim that they were his as against 
the execution creditors. The sheriff issued an interpleader summons 
in the High Court, which was subsequently removed to the county 
court, and, £85 Leing deposited with Sin, he withdrew from posses 
sion. The question to be decided was whether these goods were the 
claimant's as against the execution creditors. The latter induced the 
jury to find that the goods were not the claimant's, but those of a part 
nership between him and Goldberg. By section 23, sub-section 1, of 
the Partnership Act, 1890, execution could not issue against partner 


In 1914 Isaacs and Goldberg were in business | nm 
| into the court.—Counset, Barnard, K.C., and C. J. Willock, for the 





ship property except on a judgment against the partnership, and this | 


was not such a judgment. It followed that there could not be judg 
ment in favour of the judgment creditors. The county court judge 
held that the claimant, having claimed the goods as his absolutely, was 
estopped from saying that they were his as against the execution 

editors on any other ground. He forgot that this was the question 
raised by the issue, and the finding of the jury established that, as 
against the execution creditors, they were the claimant’s. The appeal 
must be allowed. 

A. T. Lawrence, J., said he was of the same opinion. In Welle v 
Hughes (supra) the facts were different from those in the present 
case, for there the claimants had no property in the goods at all. The 
law was not in such an absurd condition as to say that where one 
partner had an infinitesimal share in the goods claimed, as claimant, 
by the otner partner, the whole of them should go to the execution 
creditors. He did not in the least wish to interfere with the strictness 
of interpleader issues, but the issue in this case was whether the goods 
were those of the claimant as against the execution creditors, and the 
jury had found that they were.—Counsen, H. J. Rowlands; CG. W 
Powers. Sorscirorns, A. de Frece, for J. J. Spencer, Nottingham ; 
Vizard & Co 

{Reported by W. L. L. Burt, Barrister-at-Law.} 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 


Bargrave Deane, J. 


KING v. KING. 10th and 15th February. 


Divorce Wire's PerirTion D1scRETION — PeTITIONER’S ADULTERY 
Deniep ON THE PLeapincs—Practice Lain Down ror GUIDANCE IN 
Future Cases—MatTrimoniat Causes Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vict. c. 85), 
s. 31 


No relief under section 31 of the Matrimonial Cauaea Act, 1857, 
will in future be granted to any petitioner guilty of adultery unless, in 
hia petition, he admita that he has been so quilty, and, in the prayer of 
the pe fition, aska for the exercise of the diacretion of the court in hia 


javour, 


This was a wife's petition for the dissolution of her marriage on 
the ground of the husband's adultery and desertion. The husband, 
by his answer, denied the charges of adultery and desertion, and 
alleged that the wife had herself committed adultery with one Richard 
Boscoe. In her reply, the wife denied the allegations of adultery 
contained in the answer. At the hearing, counsel for the husband 
said that he was not prepared with evidence in support of the charges 
of adultery with Richard Boscoe, and that he did not propose to pro 
ceed with them 
the truth of the charges in the answer, and asked the court to exercise 
its discretion in favour of the wife under section 31 of the Matrimonial 
Causes Act, 1857, and, notwithstanding her adultery, to grant her a 
decree Evidence was given which satisfied the court that the 
husband had been guilty of adultery and desertion. The wife gave 
evidence, and admitted that the charges in the answer were true. 
Cur. adv. vult 

BarRGRAVE Deane, J., 


| that th 
| rupt has committed any misdemeanour under the Debtors Act or the 


| & Co. (Limited), and obtained credit under false pretences. 





Counsel for the wife, in opening the case, admitted | 


which he exercised his discretion in favour of the wife, referred to the 
case of Hampson v. Hampson (the King’s Proctor shewing cause) (58 
Soricttors’ Journat, 474; 1914, P. 104). He said: In that case the 
wife had certainly gone much further than the present petitioner in 
hiding her guilt. She had denied on oath that she had ever committed 
adultery, and it was only when the case had been brought before the 
court at the instance of the King’s Proctor that she admitted it, 
In that case I said: ‘“‘I wish it to be clearly understood that I will 
not hereafter, whatever may be the effect upon the future of the 
parties, in amy case that may come before me, give any assistance to 
any person who deliberately commits perjury and deceives the court, 
not only by keeping back material facts, but by denying on oath the 
existence of such facts. If in any future case the facts should be 
pointed to as resembling those in the present instance, I wish it to be 
clearly understood that this case will not bind me, and I will take 
care to see in future that people who come to this court, as petitioners, 
asking for the exercise of the discretion given by section 31, shall 
come to the court . . . . honestly admitting their faults at the outset.” 
And I lay it down as my ruling that in the future I will give no 
relief to any petitioner unless he admits in his petition that he has 
been guilty of adultery, and asks, in the prayer of the petition, for 
the exercise of the discretion of the courtin his favour. In future, all 


| must be done openly from the a and there must be absolute 


honesty in the statement of the facts when the petitioner first comes 


petitioner; R. V. Le Bas, for the respondent. Soricrrors, Powell, 
Burt, & Lamaison; Law d& Worssam. 


(Reported by Ottrrorp Mortruer, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Ex parte R. LESLIE (LIM.). C.A. No. 1. 
2nd January ; 5th February. 
BankRUPTCY—DIsCHARGE—ALLEGATIONS THAT BANKRUPT HAS Com- 

MITTED CrimINAL Orrences—JuURISDICTION OF Court 10 TrY¥ 

Cuarces or Crime in APPLICATION FoR D1isCHARGE—BANKRUPTCY 

Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 71), s. 8. 

On a bankrupt’s application for his discharge, the Court has not 
jurisdiction to try whether he has been guilty of criminal offences. 
The proviso in section 8, sub-section 2, of the Bankruptcy Act, 1890, 
court shall refuse the discharge in all cases where the bank 


Re WOOD. 


Principal Act, or any misdemeanour or felony connected with his 
bankruptcy, applies only to cases where the bankrupt has been tried 
and found guilty by a competent tribunal of any of the offences 
referred to. 

Appeal by R. Leslie & Co. (Limited), creditors, from an order of 
Mr. Registrar Linklater, made on 1st December, 1914, suspending the 
discharge of the bankrupt for two years from that date. A receiving 
order was made against the bankrupt on 3rd October, and he was 
adjudicated bankrupt on 24th October, 1912. The official receiver 
became trustee of the estate, and in pursuance of his duty under 
section 69 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, reported on 3rd May, 1913, 
that the bankrupt had incurred a debt or liability of £385 to R. an 

pon 
10th June the official receiver laid this report before the Registrar, 
together with an affidavit of Sampson Freedman, sole director of R. 
Leslie & Co. (Limited), setting out the details of the alleged false 
pretence, and applied that the court should consider the report and 
make such order as to a prosecution of the bankrupt or otherwise, a8 
might seem fit. The Registrar, acting under section 16 of the Debtors’ 
Act, 1869, ordered that the official receiver do prosecute the bankrupt 
for offences under section 11 of the Debtors’ Act, 1869. The papers 
in the matter were thereupon handed over to the Director of Public 
Prosecutions, and he laid an information before Mr. Mead, one of 
the Metropolitan Police Magistrates, who declined to grant process. 
In November, 1914, the benkcreps applied for his discharge, and the 
official receiver’s report thereon, dated 23rd November, with regard to 
the bankrupt’s conduct, set forth the facts that an order for a pro 
secution had been made, and that the magistrate had refused to issue 
process; and with regard to section 8, sub-section 3, of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1890, the official receiver reported that the bankrupt’s assets were 
not equal to 10s, in the pound, and that he had contributed to his 
bankruptcy by gambling. On 25th November, R. Leslie & Co. 
(Limited) gave notice that they would oppose the discharge on the 
following grounds, in addition to those in the official receiver 
report :—(a) That the bankrupt had obtained credit under false 
pretences or by means of fraud under section 13, sub-section 1, of the 
Debtors’ Act, 1869; (+) that he had obtained £350 by false pretences 
under 24 & 25 Vict. c. 96; (c) that he had obtained a valuable security 
by false pretences, under the same Act; (d) that he had contracted a 
debt without reasonable expectation of being able to pay it, under 
section 8, sub-section 3 (d) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1890. The applica- 
tion for discharge was heard before the Registrar on 1st De ember. 


| Counsel for R. Leslie & Co. (Limited) said he did not press (d), but 
| he wanted to re-open the charges of fraud. The Registrar pointed out 


| 


that the official receiver took the view that this was concluded in the 
criminal court, and did not report it. Counsel] for the bankrupt 


in the course of a considered judgment, in | offered to submit to a judgment for £25, but the Registrar refus 
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it, and decided to suspend the discharge for two years, notwithstanding 
that the public examination was concluded in 1912. He considered 
the case of obtaining the money from R. Leslie & Co. (Limited) a 
criminal offence, or nothing qua fraud. The magistrate thought no 
jury would convict; that decided it, and he (the Registrar) would not 
re-open it in his court. R. Leslie & Co. (Limited) appealed and 
asked that the order of discharge might be reviewed, rescinded, or 
varied. January 22nd.—Counsel for the appellants contended that the 
Registrar had the power to try, and ought to try, a charge of felony or 
misdemeanour on an application for discharge, but that even if he had 
not such power, he could try it as a case of fraud under section 8, sub 
section 3 (/) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1890: ‘‘ That the bankrupt has 
heen guilty of fraud or fraudulent breach of trust.’’ They referred 
to the file of an unreported case, Re Casson Perrott Smith, heard in the 
Court of Appeal on 20th March, 1903, where, on the bankrupt’s 
application for discharge, the Registrar found that he had com 
mitted a felony and also a misdemeanour, and suspended the discharge 
for ten years. The bankrupt appealed, but the Court of Appeal main 
tained the suspension for ten years, and merely varied the order by a 
finding that the bankrupt had “been guilty of the following mis 
conduct,” instead of ‘committed the following felony and mi: 
demeanour.’’ The notebook of the Registrar in attendance in the 
Court of Appeal on that occasion contained a statement that no 
decisio. was given as to the jurisdiction of the court to try a charge 
of felony or misdemeanour upon an application for discharge. Counec] 
for the bankrupt was proceeding to argue that on an application for 
discharge a man could not be tried and convicted of a crime without 
a jury, when the court decided that the case should stand over to 
enable him to consider the case of Pe Casson Perrott Smith. February 
5th.—Counsel for the bankrupt went on to distinguish the case of 
Re Casson Perrott Smith. In the present case, it appeared from the 
Registrar’s note that he had taken the crimes alleged into considera 
tion from the point of view of fraud or misconduct, and decided that 
the term of suspension awarded wae an adequate punishment for them 
He was about to procegl with the argument that the court had no 
jurisdiction on an application for discharge to try the debtor on, or 
find him guilty of criminal offences, when he was stopped by the 
court. Counsel for the Board of Trade took no part in the argument. 


Tue Court held that upon an application for discharge the Bank- 
ruptcy Court has no jurisdiction to try the debtor on charges of the 
commission of acts which amount to criminal offences, as crimes. With 
regard to the proviso in section 8, sub-section 2, of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1890 : ‘‘The court shall refuse the discharge in all cases where the 
bankrupt has committed any misdemeanour under the Debtors Act 
1869, or the Principal Act, or any other misdemeanour connected with 
his bankruptcy, or any felony connected with his bankruptcy,”’ 
Puitirmore, L.J., pointed out that ‘‘has committed’’ must be 
interpreted to mean that the bankript has been tried and found 
guilty by a competent tribunal of the offences enumerated. 


At the mid-day adjournment Tur Court consulted the Registrar, and, 
on hearing from him that he had taken the offences alleged into con 
sideration when deciding what period of suspension to award, the 
court declined to interfere with his decision. Appeal dismissed 
Counset, Clayton, K.C., and Tindale Davis; FB. W. Hansell; P.M. 
Francke. Soxtcrrors, M. A. Jacobs & Co.; Harry Dade & Co.; The 
Solicitors to the Board of Trade. 


[Reported by P. M. Fraxcrr, Barristerat-Law.] 








Societies. 
The Solicitors’ Red Cross Fund. 


The amount subscribed to this fund reached the total of £3,038 18s 

From this the sum of £136 9s. 9d., expenses of printing, stationery, 
ttamps, clerical work, &c., had to be deducted, and the amount there- 
fore sent to Lord Rothschild, the treasurer of tne British Red Cross 
Society, 83, Pall Mall, was £2,902 8s. 3d. 





Sheffield District Incorporated Law Society. 


The fortieth annual general meeting of the above Society was held 
in the Rooms, Hoole’s-chambers, Bank-street, Sheffield, on Thursday, 
2th February, at 3.30 o'clock p.m., the President, Mr. G. E 
Branson, in the chair. 


The notice convening the meeting, and the committee’s report, as 
printed and circulated, having been taken as read, it was resolved :— 


1. That the fortieth annual report presented by the committee be 
received, confirmed and adopted, and that the accounts of Mr. Arthur 
Wightman, the hon. treasurer, for the past year, as audited by the 
society’s professional auditor, be approved and passed. 


2. That the cordial thanks and appreciation of the society be offered 
to Mr. G. E. Branson, the president, for the ability with which he has 
filled the office, and the consideration he has given to his duties during 
the past year. 
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3. That the best thanks of the society be given to Mr. C. Stanley 
Coombe for his services as hon, secretary, Mr. E. Bramley, who 1s 
acting as secretary for him, and Mr. Arthur Wightman for his services 
as hon. treasurer, during the past year. 

4. That Mr. Herbert Noel Lucas be elected the president of the 
society. 

5. That Mr. D. M. Nicholson (Wath) be elected the vice-president, 
and Mr. Arthur Wightman be re-elected hon, treasurer of the society 
for the ensuing year. 

6. That Mr. C, Stanley Coombe be re-elected the hon. secretary of 
the society for the ensuing year, and during his service with His 
Majesty's Forces, Mr. E. Bramley be requested to act as secretary 
for him. 

7. That the following gentlemen be hereby elected to act with the 
officers as the committee for the ensuing year :—Messrs. F. Allen 

Doncaster), T. H. Bingley, P. J. Blake, E. Bramley, G. E. Branson, 
B. T. Burdekin, 8S. H. Clay, C. W. Clegg, P. B. Coward (Rotherham), 
F B. Dingle, T. W. Hall, W. E. Hart, A. Howe, H. W. Jackson, 
J. K. Parker, E. J. F. Rideal (Barnsley), G. H. Simpson, E. Tofield, 
H. R. Vickers, R. Webster, and B. A. Wightman. 

8. That as a general principle in the case of a member serving with 
His Majesty's Forces, and having no partner to carry on his business, 

n application his subscription be waived ; that in the case of a member 
serving with His Majesty's Forces and having a partner to carry on 
his business, on application half the usual subscription be accepted ; 
and tnat it be left to the president to settle, if me essary individual 
cases, 

A vote of thanks to the chairman concluded the meeting. 

The following are extracts from the report of the committee : 

The War.—All other occurrences of the past year have been over 
shadowed by the ovtbreak of the European war; and the committee 
feel that it is not the time when members will either desire or expect 
i report of any length from them. One thing they have done in con 
nection with the war is to get together a list of the solicitors practising 
n Sheffield and twenty miles round, including non-members, who have 
taken service in His Majesty’s Forces, and a similar list of clerks 
articled to solicitors in the same district. It appears that no fewer 
than fifty-four solicitors are serving out of a total of not much over 
300, and that thirty articled clerks are serving out of a total of fifty 
two. In the former list are included the names of the Society's 
honorary secretary and two members of the committee. Up to date 
upwards of 1,800 solicitors in England and Wales have joined the 
Forces out of a total of some 16,000, or over 10 per cent., and almost 
1,000 articled clerks out of a total of nearly 2,000. 
very fair representation of the solicitors’ branch of the legal profession. 
The committee think it is a subject of congratulation that the members 
f the profession in this distrigt have proved themselves so patriotic 
and, in some cases, self-sacrificing, and they feel that it is only 
unavoidable causes—physical, financial, or otherwis that have pre 
vented many others from joining who would, but for these, have gladly 
done so. A list of all the names will be found in appendix ‘“‘A.”’ One 
has already been killed in action. Attempts were made by the Council 
of the Law Society to get solicitors on active : 


50 per cent a 


service relieved from 
payment of certificate duty; but the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
declined to make any alleviation in this respect. It has been arranged 
that military service on the part of articled clerks shall count as servi 
under articles. The committee, at their August meeting, dealt with 
number of suggestions and points which were made or arose in con 
sequence of the war; they also informed the Town Clerk 
to an inquiry, that they knew of no unemployment distress among 
members of the profession and their staffs, but that there might be 
some among the law stationers and their clerks. A grant of £10 10s. 
was made out of the Society's funds to the fund promoted by the 
United Law Sa lety for the special benefit of Belgian re fugee law yers 

Membership.—The number of members is now 186. The committee 
regret to record the loss, by death, of Mr. Edward Thomas Moore 
who was president of the So iety in the year 1894, and Mr. Geor re 
Kenyon, of Thorne. F , 

Mr. J. J. Wheat.—Mr. John James Wheat. who v until his retire 
ment in 1911, the senior member of the profession in the district and 
who probably also represents the oldest firm in the district, and ean 
trace the institution of the practice he has carried on back at least 
to the middle of the eighteenth century, attained the age of ninety 
years on 3lst January, 1915 The committee arranged for a letter 
1f congratulation and good wishes, signed bv the president, vice 
president, treasurer and acting-secretary, to be presented to him by the 
acting-secretart 92n that interesting occasion. P 


a 


,» In response 


"7 


The Library —10,024 volumes were issued during the vear ended 
3ist December, 1914, as compared with 11,197 in 1913. The thanks 





of the committee were given to Mr. Arthur Wightman for the presenta- 
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tion of a set of Blackstone's Commentaries and Watkins on Copyhold ; 
also to Mr. Edward Bramley for tne gift of some old Inclosure and 
other local Acts (see Appendix C); also to Mr. John Maxfield, of 
Messrs. Bramley and Son's office, for the gift of a Latin lexicon. The 
Right Hon. C. B. Stuart Wortley, K.C., M.P., very kindly presented 
a print of the portrait of the Right Hon. Lord Loreburn, late Lord 
Chancellor, painted by Fiddes Watt for Balliol College, Oxford, to the 
society, and it is now hung in the large room. The map at the library, 
which shews the division of the city into townships, has been brougot 
up to date by comparison with the official map belonging to tne corpora 
tion, so as to shew the additions to the city from tae districts of Tinsle) 
and Bradfield made by the Local Government Boards Provisional 
Orders Confirmation Act (No. 7), 1911, and the Sheffield Corporation 
Act, 1914, respectively 

Legal Education.—The number of university law students in the 
present session is raturally very much affected by tne enlistment of a 
large portion of the articled clerks. In consequence, the number 
attending this time is only 40; of these seven are reading for the LL.B. 
Degree of Sheffield and four are taking the non-degree day classes ; 
the remaining 29 are attending evening classes. The society's prizes 
for the past year in connection with tne classes were awarded to :— 
Senior course—First prize (value £3), Mr. J. G. F. Winter (Chester 
field); second prize (value £2), Mr. F. Ludlam. Junior course—First 
prize (value £3), Mr. O. K. Metcalfe; second prize (value £2), Mr. 
A. F. Bates. Mr. F. J. O. Coddington, B.A., LL.B., barrister-at-law, 
was appointed part-time law lecturer at the University, and entered 
on his duties at the commencement of the present session. The even- 
ing classes, particularly designed for the senior non articled clerks of 
solicitors, which were initiated during the preceding session, nave been 
continued for two hours on one evening a week, as they appear to have 
been so successful The attendance at these is good under all the 


circumstances, and it is proposed at the end of the current session to 


give a certificate of attendance, and, if such be tne case, of having 
passed an examination, to those who have attended these classes. 
tankers’ Institute that the com 


Arrangements were made with the 
held in the evening was to be more particularly 


mercial law class 
but the advent of 


designed for the requirements of their students, 
the war has militated against their numbers 
After a great deal of trouble and negotiation, a Judges’ Order, dated 


16th July, 1914, was ultimately obtained, providing that anyone who has 
passed the Matriculation examination of the Joint Board of the Northern 
Universities, and subsequently satisfactorily attended the curriculum 
for the time being prescribed by the Intermediate LL.B. course of the 
University of Sheffield, and passed the Intermediate LL.B. examination 
of such university, might be admitted as a solicitor after service under 
articles for four year 

It is hoped that this privilege will induce students to take a year’s 
scientific study of law before being articled, knowing that, if they pass 
the Intermediate LL.B. examination here, the term of their Articles will 
be thereby shortened by one year, and that they may then go on to take 
the final LL.B. course at the university during their Articles. It was 
pointed out by the Committee several years ago to the University 
Authorities that the University of Sheffield suffered under a disability 
to which no other English university, except that of Birmingham, was 
Arts or Law were not allowed to be 


subject—viz., that its graduates in 
As two cases had actually 


articled for only three years instead of five 
arisen where clerks articled to members were prejudiced by this, the 
university authorities took the matter up, and were successful in obtain 
ing an Act known as the Sheffield University Act, 1914, putting the 
matter right. The Committee are glad to say that the Law Society have 
accepted this Act as retrospective in its effect, and as covering the case 
of the two clerks above referred to. It is understood that very con 
siderable thanks are due to the Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart Wortley, K.C., 
M.P., who, as on very many previous occasions when professional mea 
sures in this district required his assistance, has been of great service in 
helping to get the Bill through Parliament. The University instituted 
a degree of LL.M. last year, being an intermediate degree between the 
LL.B. and LL.D. Two graduates took advantage of it, and obtained 
the degree at the Congregation held last July. Mr. F. J. Munby, who 
had been chairman of the Yorkshire Board of Legal Studies since its 
inception twenty-one years ago, and who had been most active in pro 
moting legal education in the county of Yorkshire during all that 
period, died on 12th December, 1914. The Committee had a letter sent 
to Mrs. Munby and family conveying their appreciation of what Mr. 
Munby had done in this respect, which had contributed indirectly to 
the advances made by the Law Department of the University of Shef 
field, and their great regret at his death 

Conditions of Sale.—The Committee decided that the following words 
should be omitted from Condition No. 7, and the prints of the Society’s 
General Conditions of Sale now being issued do not contain them : 
** And the purchaser shall bear the expense of stamping or re-stamping 
any unstamped or insufficiently stamped document executed before the 
passing of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1888, which he may 
require to be stamped or re-stamped."’ This will obviate the difficulty 
as to stamping contracts for sale which has been quite unnecessarily 
caused by the stamping officials in consequence of this particular con 
dition. The Committee also decided that in cases where the Society's 
Common Forms are used, and the scale is not applicable, it is the 
practice in Sheffield not to charge per folio for drawing and fair copying 
the whole of the printed conditions, but to charge a reasonable sum, 
having regard to the circumstances of the case; and this in spite of an 
opinion of the Council of the Law Society given in their Digest. 








Land Transfer and the Real Property and Conveyancing Bills, 1913. ~ 
The Lord Chancellor, in August last, introduced into the ions of Lords 
the Real Property and Conveyancing Bill, 1914, incorporating the two 
above Bills of the previous year. This Bill does not differ in its main 
features from the earlier Bills, but has been altered in details, in order 
to incorporate useful amendments which had been suggested, and to meet 
criticisms. Whether Parliament will be able to give attention to such a 
subject in the year 1915 is obviously doubtful. — 

Legislation of the Year.—The Committee do not propose on this 
occasion to review the legislation of the year at any great length. Three 
consolidated Acts of importance, the first of which made also some 
alteration in the law, were passed, viz. :—One dealing with the question 
of British nationality and the status of aliens, another dealing with 
deeds of arrangement, and the third with bankruptcy. All these Acts 
came into operation on Ist January last. In addition, there has been a 
mass of emergency legislation passed in consequence of the war, of 
which the most important from the point of view of the profession 
are :—An Act for relaxing the death duty in the case of persons killed 
on active service ; the Courts Emergency Powers Act (ch. 78) preventing 
distraints, executions and similar proceedings being taken, except after 
application to the court ; and the Execution of Trusts (War Facilities) Act. 
passed on the initiative of the Council of the Law Society, enabling a trus- 
tee engaged on active service as therein defined to give a power of attorney 
for someone to act for him in the trust during his absence on that 
account. The Finance Act has very considerably increased the income- 
tax and super-tax, and has also entirely abolished the settlement estate 
duty, and at the same time the exemptions which its payment conferred. 
When this last-named Act was passing through Parliament, endeavours 
were made on behalf of the profession to secure that, in cases where 
settlement estate duty nad already been paid in order to frank the 
estate on the death of a tenant for life, the arrangement should stand; 
but the only concession that was obtained from the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was that 3 per cent. simple interest should be allowed on 
sums thus paid against the estate duty which will now be charged on 
such death. This seemed to the Council an* extreme case of ex post 
facto legislation, and to be not far removed from a breach ot contract 
on behalf of the State and a bad example for it to set its citizens 

Public Trustee.—The attention of the Committee was drawn by a 
member to the Fees Order under the Public Trustee Act, under which, 
on every dealing with stock, shares, or debentures belonging to any 
trust, a fee of 4 per cent. is charged, to include brokerage. The Com- 
mittee was informed that in the case in question, where there were 
several trustees, including the Public Trustee and the member in ques- 
tion, the last-named had desired to arrange for a sale of part of the 
trust estate, which consisted of local securities, on the local Stock 
Exchange, whicn was no doubt the most convenient practice, and also 
enabled the local trustee, or his solicitor, to obtain a share of brokers’ 
commission, if he desired. The Public Trustee had, however, objected, 
owing to the application of the above order. The Committee considered 
tnat the order was an undesirable one, and acted prejudicially to pro 
vincial brokers and solicitors, and was peculiar in applying the same 
charge to all kinds of marketable securities. The hon. secretary raised 
the point at the annual meeting of the Associated Provincial Law 
Societies ; but they, by a small majority, declined to intervene. 

Alteration of Income Tax.—An important circular was issued by the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue on 28ta November last, with refer- 
ence to the complications caused by the alteration of the rate of income 
tax in the course of the financial year. The Committee considered 
that the point was of considerable importance to members, most of 
whom had occasion to make and check many calculations bearing on 
income, and accordingly asked the Commissioners, wao were good 
enough to accede to their request, to supply them with sufficient copies 
to send round to every member, which was done. The Committee took 
advantage of the opportunity to point out to the Commissioners that 
similar circulars, in future, ought to be sent round to solicitors, wao 
were concerned quite as much as secretaries of companies, and others, 
who had received them. 

Solicitors (Qualification of Women) Bill, 1914.—The Committee 
decided strongly to oppose this Bill on the ground that it is not in tne 
best interests either of the general public or the legal profession, that 
women should be admitted to practice as solicitors, and further, as the 
Bill did not propose to allow women to qualify for the bar, that 
Parliament should at any time decide to admit women into the legal 
profession, no distinction should be made between either branch of the 
profession. The same view was taken by most of the other provin ial 
law societies. The Bill made no progress. 

Rules of the Supreme Court (Poor Persons), 1914.—These rules, 
which had been considerably modified owing to the representations © 
the Associated Provincial Law Societies, were issued and came into 
force on 9th June, 1914. A circular was sent out, on behalf of the 
Committee, asking those members who desired to come on the rota under 
these rules to inform tae Clerk of the Peace. It remains to be seen 
whether these rules will be effective in carrying out the desired object. 

Miscellaneous.—The Committee, on the invitation of the local stock 
exchange, joined them in pressing the Postmaster-General that, 1 
order to prevent the risk of interruption, telegraphic communication 
between Sheffield and London should be made entirely by means © 
underground wires. The Postmaster General, however, replied giving 
reasons why the. Post Office was unable to accede to the request. The 
Committee, in response to an inquiry by a member, informed him that 
it was the general practice in Sheffield to allow income tax to be 
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deducted. from interest on purchase money, which appeared to be in 
gecordance with the decision in Bebb v. Bunny (1854, 1 K. & J. 216). 
No articled clerk in the district has qualified for the Society’s prize 
to articled clerks for 1914. 





Norfolk and Norwich Incorporated Law Society. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee for 
1914 :— 

Members.—The number of members is now eighty-six, of whom two 
are life members and sixty-three are members of the Law Society The 
committee has to record with regret the loss by death during the past 
year of three subscribers—Mr. W. Latimer Sayer, a member of our 
society ; Mr. E. 8. Copeman, the founder of the old Law Library ; and 
Mr. Henry Blake, one of the oldest subscribers to tne library. We 
deplore the death of our president, Mr. H. J. Mills, who since this 
report was in draft has passed away after a long and painful illness 
Mr. Mills was one of those who assisted in the formation of this society 
in 1892, and rendered valuable service upon the committee. We tende1 
to Mrs. Mills and the family our sincere sympathy. It is with much 
pleasure we report that in July last Mr. Frederic Oddin Taylor, who 
had been nominated by our society for the vacancy on the Council of 
the Law Society for the Eastern District, was duly elected. For tae 
first time this honour has fallen to our society, and we cordially con 
gratulate Mr. Taylor and hope that he will have a very pleasant and 
useful term of office. " 

It will be remembered that at our last annual meeting it was resolved 
to invite the Law Society to hold the provincial meeting of 1915 in 
our city, provided sufficient financial support could be assured. In 
due course adequate guarantees were secured and the invitation sent. 
The Council of the Law Society were, however, unable to accept the in- 
vitation, as in the meantime an urgent request had been made by the Ply 
mouth Law Society that the provincial meeting should be held in 
Plymouth so as to celebrate the centenary of that society, which fell 
in the year 1915, a request the Council felt bound to comply with 
Owing to the war the provincial meeting for last year, which should 
have been held at Hereford, was cancelled, and it is uncertain whethe: 
any meeting will be held this year. 

Solicitors and the War.—It is a matter for legitimate pride and satis 
faction that our profession has responded so splendidly to the call to 
join some branch of His Majesty’s Forces for the period of the war. 
The Law Society records shew that no less than 1,907 solicitors and 
1,027 articled clerks are now serving with the Forces. Norwich is by 
no means behind, and the committee is anxious that a complete record 
of the members of our society and clerks articled to or employed by 
members should be preserved—accordingly a list has heen prepared 
which includes thirteen solicitors, eight solicitor manager clerks, 
eighteen articled clerks, and twenty-four general clerks. We are proud 
to note that our vice-president, Major 8. Garerd Hill, is now serving 
with the 2/4th Battalion of the Norfolk Regiment. 

Land Transfer.—N umerous criticisms on tne Real Property and Con 
veyancing Bills referred to in last year’s report were submitted by the 
Law Society and the Provincial Law Societies, and received careful 
consideration by the Lord Chancellor; and in August last a fresh Bill, 
incorporating the two measures, was introduced into the House of 
Lords under the title of ‘‘ Real Property and Conveyancing Bill.’’ It 
is satisfactory to note that most of the recommendations made by the 


THE BRITISH LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 


5, LOTHBURY, LONDON, 
(with Branches throughout the United Kingdom). 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL eee £1,050,000 
PAID-UP CAPITAL ... ‘ £150,000 
RESERVES . oe eee £273,000 
General Manager—DAVID M. LINLEY. Secretary—T. WILLIAMS. 
FIRE, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, 
PERSONAL ACCIDENT and SICKNESS, 
BURGLARY, THIRD PARTY, MOTOR-CAR, LIFT, CRANE 
and HOIST, BOILER and ENGINE, PROPERTY OWNERS’ 
INDEMNITY, LOSS of PROFITS due to FIRE, GLASS 
BREAKAGE, LIVE STOCK. 
Gentlemen in a position to introduce Business are invited to undertake Agencies 
within the United Kingdom. Ne Foreign Business undertaken. 





The Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association. 


A lecture will be given on Friday, 19th March, 1915, in the Inner 
lemple Hall, by Mr. T. W. H. Inskip, K.C., on *‘ The Effect of War 
and Acts of State upon the Performance of Contracts.’’ Tone chair 
vill be taken at seven o'clock precisely by Lord Justice Bankes. 


United Law Society. 


A meeting was held on Monday, the 8th inst., at 3, King’s Bench 
walk, Temple, E.C., Mr. W. H. Godfrey being in the chair, Mr, T. 
Hynes moved : “That the cases of Continental T'yre and Rubber Co. 
(Gt. Brit.) (Limited) v. Daimler & Co. (Limited) and the Same v. Thos. 
Villing (Limited) (59 Soticrrors’ JournaL, p. 232), were wrongly 
decided.’’ Mr. A. M. Coutanche opposed. The following gentlemen 
also spoke :—Messrs. Morden, Jameson, and Tebbutt. The motion was 
lust. 


The Union Society of London. 


A meeting of the Union Society of London was held at the Lecture 
Room, King’s Bench-walk, on Wednesday, 10th March, the president 
Mr. Harry Geen) in the chair. Mr. W. K. Willson moved : ** That the 
foreign Office should be under democratic control.” Mr. Centeno 
opposed, and the debate was continued by Messrs. Claxton, Edison 
I'nomas, Harvey, Landers, Quass, Walsh, de Cock, and Glen, The 
motion was lost. 


Patent Law Defects, 


Mr. J. W. Gordon, K.C., says the Z'imes, read a paper at the Royal 
Society of Arts on Wednesday night on ** Patent Law steform.’’ He 
based his remarks on a letter in the Z'imes of 25th January, $897, in 
which Sir Bernhard Samuelson pointed out that we Jost the manu 








Council of our Law Society nave been adopted. The Bill was read for 
the first time, but owing to the outbreak of war no further progress has 
been made. It is to be hoped the present Bill will pass into law during 
the tenure of office of Lord Haldane, a Lord Chancellor familiar with 
the law of real property and conveyancing, as there is every reason 
to believe it will prove acceptable to the profession and an advantage 
to the public. 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The directors held their usual monthly meeting at the Law Society, 
Chancery-lane, on the 10th inst., Mr. Alfred Davenport in the chair, 
the other directors present being: Sir Henry J. Johnson and Messrs. 
J. Field Beale, George H. Bower, T. 8. Curtis, Thos. Dixon (Chelms 
ford), Walter Dowson, Hamilton Fulton (Salisbury), W. E. Gillett, 
Chas. Goddard, W. H. Gray, J. R. B. Gregory, L. W. North Hickley, 
C. G. May, R. S. Taylor, W. A. Sharpe, Maurice A. Tweedie, R. W. 
Tweedie, and W. Melmoth Walters. Grants to the amount of £530 
Were made to poor and deserving cases, six new members were 
admitted, and other general business transact>d. 


The Law Association. 


- The usual monthly meeting of the directors was held at the Law 
Society’s Hall on Thursday, the 4th inst., Mr. Percy E. Marshall in 
the chair. The other directors present were Mr. T. H. Gardiner, Mr. 
A. Toovey, Mr. Mark Waters, Mr. W. M. Woodhouse, and the secre- 
tary, Mr. E. E. Barron. A sum of £70 was voted in relief of deserv 
ing cases, four new members were elected, and other general business 
Was transactéd. 








facture of dyes from coal tar because the trade in England sas shut 
up for fourteen years by a master patent while no controlling patent 
had been sanctioned in Germany. The Germans, having taken the 
lead, kept it by patenting their new processes in this country, but 
carried out their manufacture abroad. So long as they kept our 
market supplied nobody was at liberty to make the patented articles 
here. 

Mr. Gordon said the significance of that lelter could only be appre 
ciated by consideriny the tacts of an action by the Badische Chemical 
Factory against Levinstein & Co., a firm of dye manufacturers in Man 
chester, in our courte in 1885. By the perverse working of the law a 
patent, which had been granted with the avowed object of introducing 
into this country the manufacture of the sulpho-acid dyestuffs, operated 
to prevent its introduction. In law, no less than in policy, the out 
come of the Levinstein case was absurd and lamentable. A system of 
blocking patents had been an organised industry of German manufac- 
turing chemists at least since the year 1883. In all cases the cause of 
Sritish weakness was the perpetual injunction granted, as a matter ot 
course, to protect a patentee who had successfully established his patent 
rights against an infringer. 

As to possible remedies, Mr. Gordon said the injunction ought not to 
go as mere matter of course. A court ought to satisfy itself that the 
injunction will not cause the inconveniences which followed in the 
Badische case, and therefore something more than mere infringement 
vught to be « tablished. Our comparative backwardness in the aniline 
ture could be fully explained only when’ the pitfalls of 
our patent law were taken into account. That the Act of 1907 made for 
improvement was open to mu h question. It complicated out system 
by the introduction of incongruous elements, chiefly from the German 
patent code, but it left untouched the mischiefs which destroyed the 
British manufacture of aniline dyes, and laid us open to misunder 
tanding and reprisal in foreign cowptries w ithout securing any counter 
vailing advantage for our own manufactures. 
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Companies, 
Britannic Assurance. 


The forty-ninth ordinary general meeting of the company was held | 
at the chief offices, Birmingham, on the 26th ult.. Mr. F. T. Jefferson, 
chairman and managing director, presiding. The Chairman reported 
that for 1914 the balance-sheet showed a gross income of £1,483,634. 
‘The total payments amounted to £1,221,790, leaving a surplus balance 
of £261,844. The total claims paid amounted to £10,117,482. On | 
the annual valuation there remains an available surplus of £56,222, 
providing a reversionary bonus of 26s. per cent. in the immediate profit 
class, and making adequate provision for the accumulated profit class. 
A dividend of 5 per cent. on the paid up capital, free of income tax, | 
was authorized by resolution. 


Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Society. 


University or Loxpon Law Srupexts’ Soctery.—At a meeting 
held on Tuesday, 9th March, 1915, at University College (Mr. R. F. 
Levy, president, in the chair), the subject for debate was: ‘‘ That 
Cavalier v. Pope (1906, A. C. 428) was wrongly decided.”’ Mr. F. Brad 
bury opened in the affirmative, and Mr. H. P. Wells in the negative. 
The following members also spoke Messrs. C. T. Hughes, G. R 
Blake, E. M. Duke, and M. T. Ameresekera. The leaders having 
replied, the chairman summed up, and on the motion being put to the 


meeting it was lost by 7 votes to 6. 








Legal News. 


General. 

The Royal Institute of British Architects has compiled a record of the 
members of the profession vho have joined various branches of the 
Imperial Forces. The list now contains more than 1,200 names. 

There was a return to an ancient custom on Monday at the usual 


breakfast given at the Mansion House, York, before the opening of the 


Winter Assizes. For many years ea h of the judges has been prese! ted 
with a bouquet, this being the modern substil/ute for the old gift of a 
bunch of herbs as a protection against gaol fever. On Monday the Lady 
Mayoress (Mrs. J. B. Morrell) revived the earlier usage, and Mr, Justice 
Coleridge and Mr. Justice Bailhache each received an old silver box 
filled with sweet herbs. 


In the House of Commons on Wednesday, in reply to Mr. John and 
Mr. Hogge with reference to licensing restrictions, Mr. Asquith said : 
Further legislation would be required to extend the present regulations 
which go as far as the Defence of the Realm Acta allow. The existing 
wwers conferred on the naval and military authorities by the Acts have, 
pcm not yet been fully exercised The whole subject is receiving 
the most careful consideration of the Government. 


Addressing a witness named Wade, a sergeant in the Canadian Con 
tingent, at the Central Criminal Court on the Sth inst.. says the Times, 
Mr. Justice Darling said he heard that some difficulty had arisen about 
his going to the front in consequence of his being required to give 
evidence there. The witness said there was a call in his battalion for 


seventeen volunteers for the front who had to be privates, and he gave 
up his sergeant’s stripes in order to volunteer. He believed he would 
still be able to go out. Mr. Justice Darling : You don’t think, then, 


that you will have to remain here as a private The witness : No, my 
lord. Mr. Justice Darling: If there is any question of that let me 
know, and I will see what | can do for you, either to get you out to the 
front or get your stripes back. ce 


The Right Hon. Lord Justice (Sir William Rann) Kennedy, P.C., of 
23, Phillimore-gardens, Kensington, W., Lord Justice of Appeal since 
1907, formerly for fifteen years a judge of the High Court, who died on 
17th January last, aged sixty-eight years, intestate, left unsettled 
property of the gross value of £22,327, of which the net personalty 
amounts to £21,408. His widow, Dame Cecilia Sarah Kennedy, having 
renounced administration of his property, letters of administration have 
been granted to his son, Mr. Alfred Ravenscroft Kennedy, barrister-at 
law, of 13, Harrington-street, Liverpool, as one of the next-of-kin. 


In a case before Mr. Justice Low on Wednesday, the learned judge, 
after hearing the evidence of the defendant, a money-lender, said that 
n> doubt there were occasions when a person might be expected to 
display unusual credulity, and he supposed that one of those was the 
occasion when a judge had been recently appointed to the bench. But, 
frankly, he did not believe a word the defendant had said, and he gave 
judgment for the plaintiff. 7 


Mr. William Patchett, K.C., of Bury Lodge, E Essex 
. a ett, &\., 0 sur aige, Epping, Mssex, and of 
5, Crown Office-row, Temple, E.C., formerly Treasurer of the Inner 
Temple, who died on 19th January last, aged eighty-seven years, left 








pasettled property of the gross value of £10,334, of which the net 


personalty amounts to £8,662. The testator left, among other legacies, 
£2,000 to Miss Phyllis Raymond, of Bury Lodge, Epping, and £300 
to his housekeeper, and the residue of his property to St. John’s 
College, Cambridge, to provide a Patchett Scholarship or Scholarships 
for proficiency in Greek and Latin for pupils from the Manchester Free 
Grammar Scnool, a condition of tenure being that each Patchett scholar 
must wear a like gown to the gown worn by the testator as a ‘‘ Somerset 
Scholar’ at that college. 


The following letter, says tae Times, was read at Farnham County 
Court recently, from James Flint, motor engineer, of Shottermil] 
Haslemere, who was fined £5 for giving a biack eye to a bailiff 
of the court, and ordered to attend the next court on a charge of 


| contempt :—I did not attend on the 3rd inst., being away on transport 
duty. I cannot attend in March, as | expect to be in France with tre 


Mechanical Transport Section A.S.C. Kaindly tell the judge it is one 
thing to heavily fine me and another to make me pay. I neither fear 
God nor man nor devil, ley alone a county court judge, and if at any 
future time another bailiff attempts to put a summons intended for a 
different person in my pocket 1 promise him two black eyes. They 
are cheap at the price as assessed by his Honour, 


At the Acton Police Court, on 24th February, says the Timee, Messrs, 
J. & B. Stevenson (London) (Limited), of Park-road, Battersea, were 
summoned by the Middlesex County Conncil for selling bread in a 
manner other than by weight on llth February. Evidence was 
given by the inspectors assistant as to purchasing the loaf of one of 
defendants’ carmen, a loaf which was found to be 24 ozs. short of 2 Ibs. 
Phe defence was that the loaf was fancy bread, which was defined by 
being different in size, shape, and appearance from household bread, 
and evidence was called to shew that it was one of a few specially made, 
The mixture was also different from that used in household bread. 
[t was also contended that if a roundsman was asked for a “ loaf of 
bread "’ he was entitled to sell fancy bread, unless a ‘‘ half-quartern 
loaf "’ was specified. The magistrate dismissed the summons, but sug- 

ted that the council should consider having the matter settled by 
an appeal, 

In the House of Commons, on the 4th inst., Mr. Jowett asked the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs whether he was willing, inasmuch 
as Great Britain and her Allies and all neutral Powers were agreed as 
to the injury which Belgium had already suffered by reason of a 
quarrel to which she was not a party, to invite suggestions from neutral 
Powers with a view of avoiding any further devastation of the territories 
of Belgium or any further destruction of the cities and towns of Belgium 
by the Great Powers who we re contending against each other for mastery. 
Sir Edward Grey: The only just solution of this question is the 
evacuation of Belgian territory by German troops, with restoration of 
her independence and reparation for the wrong done to her. Unless 
neutral Powers are prepared to assist in securing that, I do not see 
what will be gained by approaching them. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date EMERGENCY APPEAL Count Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
- Rota. No. 1 JoycE. WARRINGTON 
Monday Mar. 15 Mr. Farmer Mr, Leach Mr. Greswell Mr. Church 
Tuesday ...... 16 Synge Goldschmidt Church Farmer 
Wednesday . 17 Church borrer Leach Goldschmidt 
Thursday .... 18 Greswell Synge Borrer Leach 
Friday ...... 19 Jolly Farmer Synge Borrer 
Saturday ... 20 Bloxam Church Jolly Greswell 

Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 

. NEVILLE. Evs. SARGANT, ASTBURY. 

Monday Mar. 15 Mr. Bloxam Mr. Borrer Mr. Synge Mr. Goldschmidt 
Tuesday .... 16 Jolly Leach Borrer Bloxam 
Wednesday .. 17 Synge Greswell Jolly Farmer 
Thursday .... 18 Farmer Jolly Bloxam Church 
Friday ...... 19 Church Bloxam Goldschmidt Greswell 
Saturday .... 2 Goldschmidt Synge Farmer Leach 








Herawnc, Son & Daw (estab. 1773), surveyors and valuers 
several of the leading banks and insurance companies, beg to announces 
that they are making a speciality of valuations of every class of pro 
perty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. Valuation offices : 98, 
Cheapside, E.C., and 312, Brixton-hill, 8.W. Telephone: City 377; 
Streatham 130.—(Advt.) 








The public are cautioned to be sure of obtaining the genuine 
‘*Oxford ”’ Sectional Bookcase, as exhibited at ‘‘ Ideal Homes and 
other exhibitions, particulars of which may be obtained free from 
sole inventors and manufacturers, William Baker & Co., Oxford. 
Avoid imitations, which, although similar in name and general appet- 
ance, are quite differently constructed, of inferior finish, and more 
expensive. The ‘‘Oxford”’ is only genuine when connected with the 
name of WitttAm Baker & Co.—{ADvrT.] 
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BRITANNIG ASSURANGE GOMPANY, LIMITED. 


ESTABLISHED 1866. 


Chief Offices: BROAD STREET CORNER, BIRMINGHAM. 





Extracts from the DIRECTORS’ REPORT for the Year ended December 31st, 1914, 





In presenting the accounts for the year ended 3lst December, 1914, the Directors are glad to congratulate Shareholders and Policyholders on 
the results of the year’s transactions, having regard to the trying and exceptional national conditions. 

THE WAR. On the outbreak of hostilities, your Directors, acting in concert with the Associated Offices, decided that for the present all 
claims under existing policies on the lives of persons belonging to or subsequently joining H.M. Ferces should be paid in full, and that no extra 
premium in respect of such policies should be imposed. H.M. Army Council expressed their warm appreciation of this decision, 


Gross Income: £1,483,634. 


Total Payments: £1,221,790. 


Surplus Balance: £261,844, 


Total Claims Paid: £10,117,482. 


ANNUAL VALUATION. The Annual! Valuation of the Mie | 


Liabilities has been made under the direction and supervision of the 


Consulting Actuary, Mr. Thomas G. Ackland, F.I.A., F.F.A. After adding £50,000 to Investment Keserve Fund, and after making adequate 
reserves for all Policy Liabilities, including a special provision for exceptional liabilities arising out of the War, there remains an available 
surplus of £56,222. The surplus will provide a reversionary Bonus in the Ordinary Branch at the rate of 26/- per cent. for the year to all 
pervinyeting policybolders in the Immediate Profit Class, and make adequate provision for the policyholders in ths Accumulated Profit Class, 
‘he balan 


ce of Profit is carried forward unappropriated. 
J. A. JEFFERSON, F.I.A., Secretary. 


FREDK. T. JEFFERSON, Chairman and Managing Director. 


Good openings for energetic and reliable Agents in all parts of the United Kingdom, 


ad 





The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sale. 


March 18th.— Messrs. H. E. FosteR & CRANFIELD, at the Mart, at 2! Polic‘es, 
Absolute Reversions and Life Interests (see advertisement back page this week). 











Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarrep rm Omanorer. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Mar 5. 


AFRICAN OsTRICH FAnkM Co, LtD.—Creditors are réquited, on or before April 6, to 
send ir names a dresses, and the particiiars of their debts or ciaims, to 
Thomas George Rawlins, 45, King William st, liquidator. 

DANIEL C. CoLEY & Co, Lip. (IN VoLUNTARY LiQuIDATION).—Creditors are required 
forthwith to send tneir names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to A. J. O. Andrews, 15, Harp lu, liquidator, 

Donsons, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 2, to send their names 
and and the particuiars of their debts or claims, to W. H, P. Gibson, 
26, Portugal st, or to E. H. Hawkins, 4, Charterhouse sq, liquidators. 

Ferman & Co,| Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 31, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Maurice ©, Beale, 
4, London Wall bidgs, or to k. H. Hawkins, 4, Caarterhouse sq, liquidators. 

A. RosEDALE & Son, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on 
or before Mar 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Percy E. Slack, 28, Great James st, Bedford row, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Mar. 9. 


ANIMATED TaRGETS, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 31, to send their 
names aud addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to William Seymour 
Turner, Prudential bidgs, Corporation st, Birmiogham, liquidator. 

BRookE, Woop & Co, Ltp.—Creditors are requirei, on or before April 10, to send their 
names ad and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. 
A. Nisbet, C.A., 3, Lincoln's inn fields, or Mr. John KR. Woodley, 1.A., 39, Wood st, 

uidator 


3. 

HxensHaw Travis & Co, Ltp (iN LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, op or before 
Mar 22, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Harold Sadler, 31, North John st, Liverpool, liquidator. 

JouN MorGAN & Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before April 13, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Freder.ck 

Cole, 71, Lord st, Liverpos), jiquidator. 

Poutroxs & Timms, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before April 20, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Joshua 
Eades, 5, Vict ria st, liquidator. 

WILsoms AND FURN&SS-LEYLAND Linz, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
April 10, te send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debt« 
or claims, to George Goldsworthy, 27, James st, Liverpool, liquidator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazete.—FRIDAY, Mar. 5. 


Mexican Pacific Gold Mines, Ltd. Lewinsone, Ltd. 
Gi Love & Uo, Ltd Booth & Uo, Lid. 


Ex Cold Aur Stores Co, Ltd. Kimberworth Coal Co., Ltd. 

Penzance Public Baths Co., Ltd. John Morgan & Co, Lid. 

Foods, Ltd. Spennymoor District Laundries, Ltd. 
North Waies Confectionery Co, Ltd. Chas. Knowles & Co, Ltd. 

A. Rosedale & Son, Ltd. Sierra Leoue Palm Uil Manufacturing Co, 
Australasian Ure Cuncentration Syndi- Lid 


ate, Lid. Cassell's Pharmacy, Ltd, 


London Gazette—TUESDAY, Mar. 9. 

Finchley Newspaper Co, Ltd. 

G.F. Syndicate, Ltd. 

Ernest Ehrmann, Ltd. 

Roadmakers Association (Incorporated), 
Fiour Oxidising Co, Ltd. 

Sydney Syndicate, Ltd 

James Widnes, Ltd. 


Derby Motor Co, Ltl. 

R Banks, Lt. 

J. 8. Butherworth, Ltd 
Adams & Cartlidge, Ltd, 

C. H, Chivers, Ltd. 

Walker & Blears, Ltd. 
Stentorphone Syndicate, Ltd. 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette. —FRIDAY, Mar 6. 

Gippines, RicHARD, The Rectory, Llanmerewig, Montgomery, D.D. April 8 Lewis and 
Otners v. The Lord Bishop of St. Asaph, Joyce,J. Watkins, Newtown, North 
Wales 

Owns, Epwakp Ricx, Liverpool March 31 Fanning y. Owen, Eve,J. Jones, Bangor 

PIKE, WILLIAM Josgru, Hizh Holborn, Money-lenuer April 8 Attenvorough & Sons 
v. Pike, Astbury, J. Tayior, bristol 


London Gazette, —TUESDAY, March 9, 


BLAKE, MARIA ELizaBbeTH BALDWIy, Ashley-gardens, Westminster April 12 King v, 
The Trustse, Astbury, J. King, Bath 

LEAGE, RICHARD WILLIAM, Carleton-road, Auctioneer April 12 The Guildhall Property 
and Advance (Vo, (Limited) v. Leage, Sargaut,J. MKawlius, Gray's-tuneq 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette—TUESDAY, Mar. 2. 


AppoTT, ELLEN, Bakewell, Derby Aprill Taylors, Bakewell 

Apnort?, Lieut Col Henny ByaM, Eastbourne ApriliS Murrey & Co, Birchin In 

BELL, RICHARD, Utago, New Zealand April 13 Garrard & Vo, Suffolk st, Pall Mall 
AY 14 

BENSON, Very Rev Monsignor Ropkxt Hvuou, Huntingford, Herts April 10 Biddle & 
& Coa, Aldermanbury 

BINNS, FRANCIS, Saltley, Birmingham Mar 25 Saunders & Co, Birmingham 

BuICKENDEN, Col Richakp HvuGH LamMBart, Albany, Piccadilly Mar 31 Nicholson & 
Crouch, Sarrey st, Strand 

Brows, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Salterton rd, Holloway April 7 Williams, Essex st 

BuLLIVANT, GROKGE, Walsall, File Cutter April 7 Lester, Walsall 

CHIVERRS, JOHN, Bishopstone, Wilts April 24 Kinneir & Co, 8windon 

CLiF¥, Josera, Scawby, Lincoln Aprill0 Scatcherd & Co, Leeds 

DARNELL, WILLIAM FRANCIS, Kingsland rd, Boot Merehant April7 Scott, Staple lan, 
Hvuiborn 

DaVigs, GRIFFITH LLEWELYN, Sheffield, Agent Mar 81 Pepper & Co, Birmingham 

Davies, THOMAS Rowk, Liverpool Mar2/ Pemberton, Liverpool 

DavIS, ROBERT HAROLD, St Osyth, Essex, Farmer Mar 31 Hamp, Southampton st 
Bieomsbury 

DEEDES, SakaH MARY SOPHIA, Hythe, Kent April19 Gray & Son, New ct 

GLANVILLE, HARRY JAMES, Herve hill Mar 25 Wood, Finsbury sq 

Gray, Ropert Kayvz, Abbey Weod, Kent April 15 Murray & Co, Birchin In 

GREEN, SYDNEY SLEATH, Lrighton Marl Surtees & Co, St Helen's pi 

HABpERJAM, WILLIAM, Shiremoor, Northumberland, Coal Miner Mar 13 Watson @ 
Co, Newcastle upon Tyue 
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MLAMOND, Sic COARLES Farperic, Newca tle upon Tyne April 10 Ingledrew & Fen- 
wick, Newcastle upon Tyne 


HAMOND, EmIty Jaye, Edinburgh April 10 
Tyne 


lnglelew & Fenwick, Newcastle upon 


HagpinG, EvizapetTa Jane, Fentiman rd, South Lambeth Mar 27 Stewart, the 
Public Trustee, Clement's inn 


HARRIS, SARAH, Hindhead, Surrey April 3 Talbot-Pa!lmer, Gosport 
HEPwoRTH, JOHN, Morley, Yorks,Farmer Mar 31 Wooler & Co, Morley 
Hisperp, James, Co'chester Mar26 Synnot, Manoingtree, Essex 
HILL, CHRISTIANA REBECCA, Bath April 12 Collins & Simmons, Bath 


HILL-HaRTLanD, Jouy, Gailford ri, Clapham April 13 Francis & Calder, King 
Wiliam st 


HOLpEN, James, Birkenhead Mar 25 Thompson & Ma’ hison, Birkenhead 

Htéoains, Rosa MATILDA, Deptford, Kent May1 Est, Basing tall st 

JACKSON, FREDERIC Howakd, Warwick rd, Barl’s Court April 10 Howard, Spalding 

ee i waneenee JANE, South Shields April 12 Newlands & Newlands, Jarrow on 
yn 

Jonns, EDWARD, Bangor Mar31 Jones, Bangor 

MORGAN, MARIA, Bargoed, Glam, Draper April 2 

PARKINSON, JoHN, Calverley, Yorks April 1 Fearnside, Leeds 

PEARN, FRANK, Heaton Moor, Lancs Ap:ill2 Leigh & Co, Manchester 

Paaarss, WILLIAM TINDAL, Gray's inn £q, Solicitor April 1 Perkins & Co, Gray's 
nn 8q 

PERRY, JonN, Ranby, Nottingham, Farmer Mar19 Bescoby & Williamson, Retford 


Pook, CHARLES, Wrockwardine Wood, nr Oakengates,Salop Mar 31 Willcock & Co 
Wolverhampton 


PaesTon, DonoTHY CARR, Lancaster Mar 27 Maxsted & Co, Lancaster 

ROGERS, WILLIAM Ropriques, Kensington Park rd Mar2} Dawes & Sons, 

SCANES, JOHN NICHOLES, Ide, Devon Mar 30 Brown, Exeter 

SHAW, Lugs, Lightoliffe, Yorks April 2 Garse1, Elland 

STANBRIDGE, HERBERT, Ticehurst, Sussex Mar 30 Harris, Tonbr'dge 

STYLES, FREOVERICK Ernest, Knightsbridge April 17 Garrard & Co, Suffolk st, Pal! 
Mall East 


Williams, Barzoed 


Birchin 19 


TAYLOR, Lucy, Wollaston, Stourbridge Mar 27 

TRAVIS, JOHN, Smithy Bridge, nr,Rochflale Mar 15 

Wittiams, Epwarpd L&orwix, Teddington, 
risto 

WItson, ABRAM, Cheltenham Mar 25 Stroud, Cheltenham 

WI8sMANN, JOHN RUDOLF, Aldershot Aprilé Clarke & Co, Gresham House 

WRiGnT, WILLIAM, Leeds Mar 19_ Hewson & Co, Leeds 


Wyndham & Co, Stourbridge 
Stott, Rochdale 
Middix April 10 


Press & Press, 


London Gazetle.—FRIDAY, Mar. 5. 


ALLAN Prrer, South Shields April5 Richardson & Elder, Newcastle upon Tyne 

ASKHAM, THOMAS, Cambridge, Carriage Builder April5 Wright, Cambridge 

ATKINSON, ARTHUR, Blackpool, Commercial Clerk April 1 Callis, Blackpool 

Ayre, WILLIAM Henry, Bradford, Wheslwright April8 Last & Betts, Bradford 

Bats, Percy UeRBERT, Cults, nr Aberdeen Mar3l Morice & Wilson, Aberdeen 

‘Ber,, WitttaM, Newcastle Engineer April 5 Richa-dion & Elder 
Newcastle upon Tyne 

BLACKMORE, SAMUEL, Croydon April 8 Rubinstein & Co, Reymond bldgs, Gray's inn 

BLISsARD, SARAH, Folkestone April6 Gibson & Weldon, Chancery In 

BROWELL, HENRY HfRxwERt, Now sq, Lincoln's inn, fa r'ster at Law 
& Co, College hill 

Brown, Josern, Aborford, Yorks, Firmer 

CUANNON, E.izapertu, Heavitree, Exeter 


Dawson, WILUIAM, Heaton, Bradford 
D 


upon Tyne 


April 12 Wilde 


Aaril 10 Lu 

Aprilé Brown, Exeter 

Mar3i Crab‘ree, BradforJ 

EMPSTER, CHARLOTTE LOUISA HAWKINS, Portman eq April 3 Hemsley & Co, 
Burlington st 

Dewpnrr, THOMAS Drew, Brooke rd, Upper Clapton April1 Sparkes & Co, Exeter 

DOWNING, AGNES, King’s Heath, Worcester April5 Rigbey, Birmingham 


Epwarps, CHARLES, Plas Goulb marne, nr Wrexham, Farmer April 8 Allington & Co 
Wrexham 


’ 
EW MERson, Hexny, Warwick, Insurance Inspector April3 Paker & Co, Birmingham 


Exsacu, PHitirr, Brace grove, Tottenham, License! Victualler April 19 Syrett & Sons 
Vinsbary pymt 


FAULKNE®, Isaac, SheMeld, Clothier April 10 Rodgers & Co, She Teld 
FLETCHER, CHARLES JOHN, Dale Park, nrAruntel Apri! 20 Rawle & Co, Bodford row 


FoWL’ R, THOMAS FREDERICK, Woolston, nr Southampton, Solicitor April 17 Greenfield 
& Cracknall, Lancaster pl, Strand 


GLBOG, BIRKENHEAD, Backford Hal!, Chester 
GoopWIN, SARAH, Burdett rd, Limehouse Mar 31 Carter & Bell, Idol In 
GoopWIs, SARAH, Manchester Mar24 Smith, Minche:ter 

HALL, Rev WALTER, Grange over Sands,'Lancs ArrilS Bromet & Sons, Tadcaster 


HORNBY, GERTRUDE MARY AvousTA, Egerton cres, South Kensington April 5 
ford & Co, Howard House, Arunde! st 


oves, Captain WILLIAM Patttr, Hastings May 1 


KEnt, Jonn, Creeting Saint Mary, Suff>lk, Farmer 
Market 


LAMB, RAwru, Liscard, Chester April 7 Tyrer & Co, Liverpool 


aswanare, PeTER HOWELL, Tunbridge Wells Apri 9 Cheale & Son, Tunbridge 
Fells 


Lorn, CHARLES Henry, Harpenden, Herts 
LYNAM,*JOHN, Hove, Sussex‘ Apri5 Hobbs & Young, Bright »n 
MATTHEWS, Josera, Hightown, Lancs May 1 Pennington & Higson, Liverpool 


MatTTuEws, WILLIAM HEeNnY, Gray's inn rd, Fruiterer April 12 Jennings, Kentish 
Town rd 


NICHOLLS, JOHN THOMAS, Bideford, Devon April5 Bazeley & Co, Bideford 

OrnR, poe ALFRED, Halesworth rd, St_ John's, Lewisham April 8 Farlow, Fen- 
church #° 

PAINE, JOHN, Mumbles, nr Swansea, Liconsed Victualler April 1 Newcombe, Swansea 

PARR, JOHN, Liscard, Wallasey, Chester April 21 Hindley, Liverpool 

PLatr, Col Hanky, CB Lianfairfechan, Carnarvon April 17 Carter & Co, Bangor 

RUFFELL, Soruia, Colchester April10 White, Colchester 

SANDERS, THOMAS, Sale, Chester Mar 27 Farrer-Morgaa & Co, Manchester 

ScRIMGEOUR, EDITH FLORENCE, Folkestone April6 Bircham & Co, Parliament st 

SHyELD#, Rev WILLIAM HENRY, Creseage, Salop Mar3i Bond & Co, Leeds 

SLATER, ALFRED, High Ho'born, Solicitor AprilS Rye & Eyre, Golden sq 


, Leeds 


Aoril@ Potts & Co, Chester 


Sand 


Chalinder & Herington, Hastings 
Mar3l Hayward & Son, Needham 


Mar31 Burton & Co, Surrey st 





SMITH, ELIZABETH, Tunbridge Wells April12 Fitz Hagh & Co, Brighton . 
SoTHERS, ELLEN, Cromartie rd, Hornsey Rise April 6 Mossop & Syms, Lincoln's inn 
fields 


4yKes, ALFRED, Thongsbridge, nr Hud lersfisld, Worsted Cloth Manufacturer Mar 31 
Armitage & Co, Huddersfield 
TASKER-EVANS, JOHN TASKER, Hertford April3) Longmore & Co, Hertford 
AYLOR, WILLIAM, Saltburn by the Sea, Yorks, Chemist April 5 Wood, Saltburn by 
the Sea 


FAYLon, WILLIAM HENRY, Me‘bourn, Cambridge, Builder April 1 Wortham & (>, 
Royston, Herts 

TénNANT, Isaac Cooper, Southminster, Essex April7 White & Leonard, Bank bidg* 
Ludgate circus 

TorTs, SARAH ANN, Royston, Herts April 1 Wortham & Co, Royston 

VASSrLopuno, FMMANORL Nicouas, Whalley Range, Manchester, Merchant May 1” 
Hey wool & Co, Manchester 

WARD, WILLIAM, Leicester, Baker April5 Stevensou & Son, Leicester 

Watson, Rey CarisTOPHER STOWELL, Shere, Surrey Mar 31 Hudson & Co, Queen 
Victoria st 

WEAR, JomN, Claylands rd, Clapvam rd April2 Partridge & Cockram, Tiverton 

WELLS, WALTER N&EAVE, Epsom, Surrey April15 Ley, Carey st 

WILLIAMS, RopERT, Moolfre, Abergele, N Wales Mari19 Pearce, Auctioneer, Aborgele 

WoOMBWELL, ARTHUR, Winchester Mar 31 Valpy & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 

Walcut JoHN Hesxsoy, O!d Leake, Lincoln, Farmer April 6 Walker & Co, Spilsby 


London Gazette.—TUBSDAY, Mar. 9. 


AIME, CATHERINE, Bellevue rd, Wandsworth Common April 30 Carpenter & Sons 
Laurence Pountney In 

ARTHUR, RALPH, Newton Abbot, Devon April 21 Bassett & Co, Southampton 

BARTHOLEMEW, WILLIAM, Sevenoaks, Kent, Backsmith Mar 26 Grose, Sevenoaks 

BELTON, THOMAS, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer Mar 25 Simpson & Lee, Notting- 


Birt, RicHarp, Cheltenham Aoril 20 Williams, Cheltenham 

busH, JAMES, Magdalard, Upper Holloway April 19 Gowing, Finsbury pymt 

BussEY, CHARLES, Stoke Holy Cross, Norfolk April 10 Blyth, Norwich 

CHALLENGER, ALFRED, Barnsley April 6 Ridea! & Son, Barnsley 

CLARKSON, WILLMM, Liverpool April 20 Rutherfords, Liverpool 

COLYIN, JAMES CoLQUHOUS, Sutton Veny, Wilts April 12 Ellis & Co, Albemarle st 

CRUIKSHANK, Henny CHARLES BLEEKER, Oldbury oa Severn, Glos Mar20 Crossman 
& Co, Taorabury 

DAVIDSON, WILLIAM THOMAS CHORLEY. St James! ct 
Jewry chmrs 

p& TARANCO Y PENA, ANGELA MATILDE ORTIZ, Sexto, Madrid April6 Donald & Co 
Clement's In 

pu MAURIER, EMMA, 
bard st 

EAGER, Rev JAuES, Barscough, Lanca Aprilé Tesbay & Lyneh, Liverpool 

FowLer, THOMAS, sen, Canterbury, Fruit Grower Mar 31 Furley & Fur‘ey, Canter- 
bury 

GALLOWAY, 
chester 

Greptns, WILLIAM, Median rd, Clapton April 5 Stewart, Pablic Trustee, Clement's 
inn 

GouLpine, Greores, Stirchley, 
mivgham 

GRAHAM, JAMES, Southport April6 Teebay & Lynoh, Livervool 

Grant, Capt Hupgrt Antaony April10 Burch & Co, Sprivg gdns 

HAMILTON-GRAC8, SHEFFIELD, Frant, Sussex May 1 Cripps «% Co, Tunbridge W ells 

HAZELWOOD, ELLEN, Swindon April12 Dommett & Son, Gresham st 

HteernpoTTom, Jony, Bristol April 5 Danger & Cartwright, Bristol 

HUNcncLirrs, MARY ANN, Barndey April6 Ridea! & Son, Barnsley 

Hope@rtts, RICHARD Grores, Knowle, Warwick, Bedstead Manufacturer 
& Co, Birmingham 

HoLLoway, JANE, Yardley, Birmingham April 17 Reynolds & James, Birmingham 

Hour, MARY ANN, Blackburn April13 Smeddles, Blackburn 

Lops, FRANCES KATHERINE, Sout .borough, Tunbridge Wel's 
Gray's isn aq 

HULLS, JONATHAN, Stechford, Birmingham April 17 Reynolds & James, Birmingham 

HURREN, ISABELLA, Gateshead Mar 24 Keenlyside & Forster, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Krrro, ELizapeTa, Overstrand mans, Battersea Park April 20 Lowndes & Son 
George st, Mansior House 

LEMONS, WILLIAM, Hepworth, Yorks, Farmer April 3 Kidd & Co, Holmfirth 

MAUTLAND, JOHN ANDREW, Little Friston, nr Eastbourne April 7 Stephenson & Co, 
Lombard st 

MASKALL, MARIA E.izapeTs, Caledonian rd, Hollyway April 20 Edwards & Sons, 
Moorgate st 

May, Mary ANN, Watford April 8 Burton & Co, Surrey st 

MITCHELL, Davip, Oldham April 5 Holroyd, Oldham 

MOORE, CHRISTIANA Sopaia, Liverpool April 10 Mawson, Southport 

Moors, Joun O'HARA, Roberts Heights, Transvaal, South Africa April 17 
Nussey, Mowbray House, Norfolk st 

NEWMAN, JANE, New Southgate April 28 Mason, Finsbury pavmt 

PATCHETT, WILLIAM, Epping, Essex, KC Aprill4 Guseotte & Co, Essex st 

PorreR, ALEXANDER, Hove, Sussex April9 Houle, Bedford row 

PornTon, MARY, Birkenhead April 12 Reinhardt, Birkenhead 

PRipEAUX, E.iza Emt.y, Brighton April12 Cowley, Brighton 

KuicH, JOHN CHARLES, Royal Leamington Spa, Warwick April10 Passman, Leaming- 
ton Spa 

Ropinson, RopERtT, Bedford, Railway Guard April13 Bell & Son, Bedford 

SAMPSON, THOMAS, Harlesden, Middix AprilS Hughes & Son, Edgware rd 

SMITH, MONTAGUE VIVIAN, Seymour st April20 Trinder & Co, Leadenhall st — 

SouTHCOTT, EBENEZER GEORGE, Old Jewry, Accountant April 20 Julius & Co, Old 
Jewry 

SrEePaENs, ROGER BRIGHOUSE, Higher Crumpsall, nr Manchester April3 Stott & Pog- 
more, Manchester 

srouT, HAROLD JOHN, West India Dock rd, Stepney April 16 Childs & Co, South- 
ampton st, Bloomsbury 

St PAUL, EMMA ELIZABETH, Ripon, Yorks April30 Hutchinson, Ripon 

{1 MEAKER, RuTH, Heeley, Sheffield April17 Ci & Sons, Sheffield 

THomson, Georer, Rye, Sussex Aprill0 Biant & Co, Gresham st 

Towers, CLARA, Moseley, Birmingham April4 Lee & Co, Birmingham 

Warp, EMMA PaUL, Exmouth April9 Geare & Mathew, Exeter 

wantes, HENRY ROBERT, Hamilton ter, 8t John’s Wood April5 Rider & Co, New #4, 

jncola’s inn : 
WARNER, FREDERIQ§ ARTHUR, Colwall, Hereford April21 Long & Gardiner, Lincoln * 


inn flelds 
WhHELAS, Jony Percy, Harrow rd, Paddington Aprili0 Becher, Bedford row 


April10 Russell & Co, Old 


Portman mans, Baker st April 7 Stephenson & Co, Lom- 


WILLIAM Lewis, Timperley, Altrincham April 24 Payne & Co, Man- 


Birmingham, Forger Aprii 21 Hooper & Co, Bir- 


June 4 Lee 


April19 Evans & Co, 


Flower & 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette—TUESDAY, Mar. 2. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ETT, LEONARD, Blackpool, Wholesale Fish Mer 


chant Blackpool Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

BROMWICH, ALBERT JOSEPH, Forest Gite, Easex, 
Commercial Clerk High Court Pet Feb 27 Ord 
Feb 27 


BURBRIDGE, HENRY CHARLES, Nelson, Lancs, Physician 
Burnley Pet Feb27 Ord Feb 27 
CuirrorD, Horace WILLIAM, Horsham, 
Furniture Dealer Brighton Pet 
Feb 26 

Cooper, WILLIAM Percy, Leels, Fiuit and P.tato Mer- 
chant Leeds Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb % 

ELLey, ADA Lovisa, and BERNARD LIONEL ELLEN, 
Devizes, Bakers Bah Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 

FARRER, JAMES, New ,Barnet, Fencing Coutractor Bar- 
net Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

GATFIELD, FREDERICK Boyd Kingston upon Hull, Music 
Dealer Kingston upon Hull Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 2 

Hat, Tom. Nor.on nr Doncaster, Ironmonger Sheffield 
Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

HARRISON, JOSEPH, Rushde», 7 Builder 

orthampton Pet Feb 25° Ord F 
Hrys, bey EVELYN, Burn‘ey Fond J Pet Feb 25 
b 25 


Sussex, Antique 
Feb 2% Ord 


HOWBLL, ORICE ALFRED, Westcliff on Sea, Printer High 
Cou Pet Jan 26 Ord Feb 26 

JONES, SIDNEY WALTER, Lowestoft, O.tfilter 
Yarmouth Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 

Jonzs, THOMAS Henry, _— Mon, 
Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb. 
LEBADBETER, THOMAS L, | Mon, C. rn Merchant 
Newport, Mon Pet Feb 12 Urd Feb 27 
MITCHINSON, MARGARET MARIA _ Brighton 
Brighton Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 2 

Perens, THOMAS, Crosshands, nr Llanell ly, Builder Car 
marthen Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

PHILIP, GEORGE, Cynghordy _ Llandovery Carmar 
thea Pet Jan 23 ord 

ss GrorGE, Pail Mall, “high Court Pet Jan 7 


PLEVIN, ARTHUR, B!dford on Avon, Warwickshire, Grocer 
Warwick Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

PounpgeR, JOHN WILLIAM WHITWORTH, Birmingham, 

Merchant Birmingham Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 2% 

SELFR, REGINALD JOHN, Mark ln, High Court Pet Dec 
31 Ord Feb 

Suiru, A, A Addington rd, Bow Shoe 
High Court Pet Feb'9 Ord Feb 25 

TAYLOR, Jim, Halifax, French Polisher Halifax Pet Feb 
27 Ord Feb 27 

THOMAS, THOMAS OWEN, Blackwood, Mon, Grocer Trede- 
gar Pet Feb 18 Ord Feb 23 

TuRirt, JOHN EDWARD, ane aa Surrey Wandsworth 
Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 2 

Unear, JULIUS cuamanee Old Leake, Lincoln, Insurance 
Agent Boston Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb 27 

WHITWORTH, WILLIAM, Kempston, Beds, Butcher Bed 
ford Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 

WiILLows, JosePpH THOMPSON, Cardiff, Dentist 
Pet Jan 28 Ord Feb 23 


Amended Notice substituted for that publishe¢ 
in the London Gazette of Feb 26 : 
— NATHAN, Leeds Leeds Pet Fcb 23 
e 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
BALDWIN, HENRY WILLIAM, Southsea, Dealer in Musical 
| Mar 10 at 12 Off Rec, Cambridge junc 
TL. Portsmouth 
oe My Stoke on Trent, Builder Mar 10 at 3 
orth Stafford Hotel, Stoke on Trent 
nasmuaee* WILLIAM, Sheffield, Milk Contractor, 
at 11.380 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sh id 
CLivForD, Horack WILLIAM, Horsham, Sussex, Antique 
Farniture Dealer Marii at 12 Off Kec, 124 Marl- 
, Brighton 


Great 


Grocer Tredegar 


Ord 


Manufacturer 


Ord 


Mar 9 


_, borough pl 
Cooxs, Henry WILLIAM, Lowestoft,\Biacksmith Mar 10 
| DO NASCIMENTO, PORPHIRIO AUGUSTO PINDER, Surbiton, 


at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
| RICHARD, Streatham pl, 
ar9at 11 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 


Cardiff | 


Streatham hill, Baker | 


ELLWoop, THoMAS, Paddock Wood, Kent, Farm Bailiff 
Mar 9 at 1230 Off Rec, 12a, Maribcrough pl, 
Brighton 

FORD, JOHN WILLIAM, Pensford, Somerset, 
10 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

GANSIOROWSKI, ANTHONY, Tottenham, Midd!x, 
nist Mar9ati1.30 14, Bedford row 


Tobacco- 


Paker Mar | 
| FARRER, 


Dove, RICHARD, Streatham pl, Streatham, Baker Wands 
worth Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 26 

ELLEN, ADA Lovisa, and BRRNARD LIONEL ELLEN, 
Devizes, Baker Bath Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 

JAMES, New Barnet, Herte, Fencing Qontractor 


Barnet Pet Feb 25 Ord F. b25 


| GATPIELD, FagpERICK Boyp, Kingston upon Hall, Mas'c 


GATFIELD, FREDERICK Bop, Kingston upon Hul Musi 
Dealer Mari2ati!.20 Off Rec, York City Burk 
chmb s, Lowgate, Hull 

HALL, Tom, Norton, nr Doncaster, Ironmonger, Mar 9 
at 12.30 ff Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

HARDMAN, ALFRED, Ashton ander Lyne, Fruiterer, Mar 
9at2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester | 

HARPER, EDWARD, Bolton, Master Bricklayer Mar 10 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 19, Exchange #, Bo!ton | 


HARRISON, SAMURL WILLIAM, 
Contractor Mar 12 at 12 
poration st, Birmingham 


Edgbiston, Birmingham 
Ruskin chmbra, 191, Cor 


HOWELL, ORICE ALFRED, Westcliff on Sea, Printer Ma: 
10at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Hyetr, WILLIAM, Highnam, Glos Baker Mar 9 at 3.30 


Off Rec, Station rd, Gioucester 


JACKMAN, ALFRED KUTTERWORTH, Harpurhey, Man 
chister Bookbinder Mar 9 at 3 0.1 Rec, Byrom st 
Mauchester 

Joxgs, Joun THomas, Clydach on Tawe, Glam Grocer 


Neath Mar 9 at 11 Off Ree, Government bidgs, Si 
Mary's st, Swansea 

Jones, THomas, Runcorn, Chester License! Victualler 
Mar 10 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

LAWRENCE, WALTER, South Farnborough, Hants 
at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

MATTINSON, STRETHILL LANSDALE KINSEY, “ale, Ghester, 


Mar 9 


| PLEON, ARTHUR, Bidford on Avon, Warwiekshi e, 


Dvaler Kingston up n Hull vet Feb27 Ord Feb 27 


HALL Tom, Norton, nr Doncaster, Ironmonger Sheffield 
Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb? 
HARRISON, JOSEPH, Kushden, Northampton, Builde: 


Northampton Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

HAYTER, WILLIAM JAMES COLERIDGE Grangetown, Car- 
diff, Drajer Cardiff Pet Feb i Ord Feb 2 

fikys, RHODA EveLyN, Burnley Burnley Pet Feb 25 Ord 

ev. 

UILLER, HERMAN, Walthamstow, Essex High Court 
Pet July 6 Ord Peb 2 

JONES, SIDNEY WALTER, Outfitter 
Yarmouth Pet Feb26 Ord Feb 26 

Jones, TiHtomMaS HENRY, Blaina, Mon, Grocer Tredegar 

Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 
THOMAS, Crosshands, nr Lianelly, Builder, 
Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 





Lowest oft, Great 


PETERS, 

Carmarthen 
Grocer, 
Ord¥Feb 27 


Warwick Pet Feb 27 


POUNDER, JOHN WILLIAM WiHiITworTh, Birmingham, Egg 


Insurance Surveyor Mar 10 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom 
st, Manchester | 
MITCHINSON, MARGARET MARIA CLEMENTS, Brighton 


Mar 11 at 12.30 Off Rec, 124, Marlborough pi, Brigh 


ton 
PARFITT, GEORGE JoHN ToM JELLEY, Keynsham, 


near 

Bristol Consulting Electrical Engineer Mar 10 at 
11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

PHILIPS, GEORGE, Pall Mall Mar 11 at 11 Bankruptcy 


bidgs, Carey st 


POUNDER, JOHN WILLIAM WHITWORTH, Birmingham, Erg 


Merchant Mar 12 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 19), 
Corporation st, Birmingham 
ROSKILLY, THOMAS, St Keverne, Cornwall, Grocer Mar 


11 at 12 Off Kec, 12 Princes st, Truro 

SCRIVENER, RHILIP HENRY JAMES, Bromagrove, Jeweller, 
Mar 10 at 3.30 Off Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

SELFE, REGINALD JonuN, Mark in Marill at 11.80 Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SELLERS, SAMURL STAVELEY, Middlesbrough, Gardener 
Mar 10at 11.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, 
Middlesbrough 

SmitH, A, Addington rd, Bow, Shoe Manu‘actarer Marti 
at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

STEVENS, CHARLES THOMAS, Barnet, Herts, 
9at 38 14, Bedford row 

TAYLOR, Jim, Halifax, French Polisher Mar 10 at 11.15 
County Court House, Prescott st, Halifax 

WINTER, JOHN WILLIAM, Sheffield, Architect 
Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

WITHINGTON, WILLIAM BAMFORTH, 
Jeweller's Assistant Mar 10 at 4.15 
ford cir Exeter 

WooDBOURNE, GrorcE EDWARD, Binsted, Hants, Farmer 
Mar9ati2 Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, Hi,h 
st, Southampton 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


BRIDGETT, LEONARD, Blackpool, Wholesale Fish Merchant 
Blackpool Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

BROMWICH, ALBERT JOSEPH, .Forest Gate, E sex, Com- 
mercial Clerk High Court Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

BURBIDGE, HENRY CHARLES, Nelson, Lancs, Physician 
Burnley Pet Feb27 Ord Feb 27 

Coopek, WILLIAM Percy, Leeds, Fruit and Po‘ato Mer 
ehant Leeds Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 

DAVIS, EDWARD DAVID, and Isaac ROSENTHAL, 
ham, Auctioneers Nottingham Pet Feb 10 
Feb 25 


Draper Mar 


Mar 9at 12 


Burnham, Somerset, 
Off Rec, 9, Bed- 


Notting 
Ord 


Surrey, Merchant Kingston, Surrey Pet May 15 
Ord Feb 9 





Merchant Birmingham Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 
TAYLOR, Jim, Hali’ax, French Poli.her, Halifax Pet Feb 
27 Ord Feb 27 
THOMAS, THOMAS OWEN, Blackvoo!, 
degar Pet Feb18 Ord Feb 25 
THRIFT, JOHN EDWARD, Wallington, Surrey Wandsworth 
Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 
TURNER, Jay, Manbattan mans, 
Pet Jan 19 ‘rd Feb 2% 
UNGAR, JULIUS BERNHARDT, Old Leake, Lincoln, Ine uranee 
Agent Boston Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb 27 
WHITWORTH, WILLIAM, Kempston, Beda, Butcher Bed- 
ford Pet Feb 26 «rd Feb <6 


A ended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Jan. 29 
Levy, WILLIAM, and Moses MONTEFIORE Levy, 
In, Whitechapel, Boot Factors High Court 
19 Ord Jan 26 


Amended notice substituted for that o_— ed in the 
London Gazette of Feb. ; 
GINSBERG, NATHAN, Leeds Leeds Pot Feb 23 Ord 
Feb 23 


Mon, Grocer Tre- 


Holloway High Court 


Chuareh 
Pet Deo 


London Gazette—Mar 5. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
CARTER, ELIAS, junr, Bedford, Fishmonger Bedford Pet 
Mars Ord Mar 


EMERY, THOMAS, Birmingham, Baker Birmingham Pet 


Mar3 Ord Mar 3 
FRANKLIN, GEORGE RICHARD, Ashby, Lincs Great Grimsby 
Pet Mar 1 Ord Mar 1 
| GLOVER, WILLIAM James, Leicester, Motor Enginee 
leicester Pet Mir2 Ord Mar 2 
HATFIELD, GkornGE Ronert, Sudbury, Suffolk, Baker 


Colchester Pet Mar? Ord Mar 2 

Hype, JAMES, Margate, Restaurant Keeper 
Pet Mar 1 Ord Mar 1 

LAUNDER, MARY CATHERINE VAUGHAN, Sandhurst, Glos 
Gloucester Pet Jan 30 Ord Mar 1 

LAWRENCE, MATTHEW, Sheffield Sheffield Pet Mar 1 
Ord Mar 1 

Ler, ARTHUR WILLIAM, Tettenhall, Staffs, 
Wolverhampton Pet Mar2 Ord Mar 2 

MATTHEWS, BERTIR WALTER, Sherborne, Dorset, Plum- 
ber Yeovil Pet Mar2 Ord Mar 2 

METCALFRE, ROWLAND, Karisheaton, Dewsbury, Plumber 
Dewsbury Pet Marl Ord Muar 1 

MILLER & SMITH, Shaftesbury av, 
Court Pet Feb 16 Ord Mar 3 

MYERS, ISRAEL, St Mary's mans, Paddington, 
High Court Pet Dec 10 Ord Mar 8 

Nigsx, RupOLPU CARL ALEXANDER, Nottingham, 
Nottingham Pet Mar 2 Ord Mar 2 

PEAKE, THOMAS, Nottingham, Boot Dealer Nottingham 
Pet Mari Ord Marl 

PEDLEY, RopERt, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks 
Mar? (rd Mar 2 

Preece, WILLIAM HOWARD, Coventry, 
try Pet Mar 2 "Ord Mar 2 


Canterbury 


Pawnbroker 


Tailors, &c. High 
Gentleman 


Tallor 


Halifax Pet 


Butcher Coven- 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


BLOORGATE 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 


STrREET, tLomwwvow, 


LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICH NSING MATTERB. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Ciauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent on 


application. 


POOLING INSURANCE. 


The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 


a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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ROWRLT, ALFRED, Coningsby, Linevin, Faker Lincoln | Praxr, Taowas, Nottingham, Boot Dealer Nottingham 
Prt War 1 Ord Mar 1 Pet Marl Ord Mart 
TANS! RY, HERBERT, Crowland, Lincs, Baker Peterborough | Pepiey, Ronert, Sowerby Bridge, Yi rks Halifax Pet 
Pet Mar? Ord Mar 2 Mar? Ord Mar? 
Thow+ssen. WILLIAM H, Redford Pa-k, Chiswick, Pub- |] Prercr, WritraAm HowARD, Coventry, Butcher Coventry 
Vaher Brentford Pet Jan 15 Ord Mar 2 Pet Mar2 Ord Mar 2 
VAN DauM. VIVIAN, Leo, Kent, Garage Proprietor Green- | Rowetr, ALFRED, Coningsby, Lincs, Baker Lincoln Pet 
wich Pet Feb18 Ord Mar 2 Morl Ord Mari 
Wowrwett, James Henry, Shereood, Nottingham, | Taysiry. HERBPRT. Crowland, Lincs, Baker Peterborough 
Miner Nottingham Pet Mari Ord Mar 1 Pet Mer? Ord Mar2 
Wooncock, Winntam J, Moselev, Rirmingham, Insurance White, CHARLES. Dewsbury, Yorks, Baker Dewsbury 
Agent Birmingham Pet Feb? Ord Mart Pet Feb Ord Feb 2% 
FIRST MEETINGS. WiLLows, JosepH THompson, Cardiff, Dentist Cardiff 
Pet Jan 28 Ord Mar 2 
Brovwicn, ALaert Josrrn, Rirchidale rt, Forest Gate’ | Womawrn’, James HENRY. Sherwood Nottingham 
Commercial Clerk Mar 15 at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Miner Nottingham Pet Mari Ord Mar 1 


Carey st 
Busce, WILLIAM THOMAS, Blackpool, Builder Mar 16 at 
11 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 
Borarper, Henry CHARLES, Nelson, Physician Mar 16 
at 3.45 Exchance Ho’ el, Nicholas st, Burnley 
Cooprr, WILLIAM Prrcy, Leeds, Fruit Merchant Mar 12 
at 11 Off Rec, 24 Ron’ et, Leeds 
Davies, Lutaer,’ Glanamman, Carmarthenshire, Tron- 


monger Mar 19 at 12.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Car 
marthen 

BAsTWooP, ALFRED, Reverathorne, nr Dewsbury, Tron- 
monger Mar 12% at 11 Off Reo, Bank chmbrs, 
Corporation +t, Dewebury 


GAMYON, Envest, Mumb'es, Glam, Rul'der Mar 18 at 
11.30 Off Rec, Government b'dgs, 8t Mary's st, Swan- 
sea 

Ginspens, NATHAN, Leeds Off Rec, 
Rond ast, Leeds 

Giover, WitttAm Jars, 
Mar i2at3 Off Ree, 1. 

GiyNy, Jony, Lythom, Lance, Shoemaker Mar 16 at 
11,15 Off Rec, 13, Winekley st, Preston 

HARrison, Joser#, Rushden, Northampton, Builder 
Mar 13 at12 Off Rec, The Perade, Northampton 

HATFIELD, Gronce Ropert, Sudbury, Suffolk, 
Mar 16 at3 Off Rec, 36, Princess at. Ipswich 

Hxyvs. Ruops EveLyn, Burnley Mari6at 11.30 Off Rec 
13, Winckley st, Preston 

Jorns, THOMAS Henry, Blaina, Mon, Grocer Mar 12 at 
11.90 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 

Le, ARTHUR WILLIAM, Tettenhall. Staffs. Pawnbroker 
Mar 16at 12 Off Rec, 30, Lichfield st, Wolveriamp- 

om 

MATTHEWS, Bertre WALTER, Sherborne Dorset, Plumber 
Mar 16 at 12.45 Off Reo, City chmbrs, Catherine st, 


Mar 12 at 11.30 24 


Leicester, Motor Engineer 
Berridge st, Leicester 


taker 


Salisbury 

MBETOCALFR, ROWLAND, Farlaheaton, Dewsbury, Plumber 
Mar 16 at 11 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, 
Dewsbury 

MILLeR & SuitH, Shaftesbury av, Tallors, &c Mar 15 
atil2 Benkruntey bidgs, Carey et 

Myers, Iskart, St Mary's mans, Paddington Mar 15 at 


1! Bankruptev bides, Carey at 
PEpLE*, ROBERT, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks Mar 15 at 11.15 
County Court House, Prescott st, Hail‘ax 


PEeTers, THOMAS, Crosshands, nr Lianelly, Builder Mar 


Watil? Off Rec, 4,Queen st. Carmarthen 

Porrer, Leonanp Levi, Hawford, Worcester, Farmer 
Mar 5°t 1130 Off Rec, 11 Copenhagen st, Worcester 

Swen, HARRIET, Lower Broughton, Lancs Mar 12 at 3 
OR Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

THOMAS. THOMAS OwEN, Blackwood Mon Grocer, Mar 
8 at 11 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, 

on 
TuRirt, Jonn Epwarn, Wallington, Surrey Mar 12 at 


11 182, York rd, Westminater Bridge rd 

Ungar, JULIUS BERNHARDT, Old Leake, Lincoln, Insurance 
Agent Mar i8ati2 4 and 6, West st. Rosten 

Vay Dam, Vivian, Lee, Kent, Garage Proprietor 
15 at 12 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

Were, CHARLES, Grovesen’, nr Pontardulais, Glam. 
Labourer, Swansea Mar 13 at 11 Off Rec, Government 
bidgs, St Mary's st, Swansea 

WAITWorRTH, WILLIAM. Kempston, Reda, Ruteher Mar 13 
at 12.20 Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

Woop, HENRY, Roden st, Nottincham, Lace Dresser 
Mar l7at 12 Off Reo, 4 Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
CLIFFORD, Horace WILLIAM, Horsham, Sursex Antique 


Mar 


Furniture Dealer Brighton Pet Feb 26 Ord Mar 1 

CURZON, STUART ALFRED, Piccadilly High Court Pet 
Ord Mar 8 

Emery, THOMAS, Birmingham, Baker Birmingham Pet 
Mar3 Ord Mar 8 

FRANKLIN, Gronce Rriowarp, Ashby, Lincs Great 


Grimsby Pet Mari Ord Mar 1 

GLoveRr, WILLIAM JAmEs, Leicester, 
Leicester Pet Mar2 Ord Mar 2 

HATFIELD, GrornGEe Ropert, Sudbury, Suffolk, Baker Col 
chester Pet Mar? Ord Mar 2 

HOWELL, ORICRH ALFRED, Westc lift on Sea, Essex, Printer 
High Court Pet Jan29 Ord Mar 3% 

Hype, JAMES, Margate, Restaurant Keeper Canterbury 
Pet Mari Ord Mari 

KENNARD, ERNEST CoLERIDGR HEGAN, Walton on Thames 
High Court Pet Auc® Ord Mar3 


Motor Engineer 


LAWRENCE, MaTrusw, Sheffield Sh field Pet Mar 1 
Ord Mar t 

LEADBETTER, THOMAS L, Newport. Mon, Coal Merchant 
Newport, Mon Pet Feb 12 Ord Mar 8 

Lee, ARTHUR WILLIAM Tettenhall, Staffs, Pawnbroker 
Wolverhampton Pet Mar? Ord Mar 2 

Le, a hate Shoreham, Sussex Brighton Pet Sept 3 
rd Feb 


LLOYD, WILLIAM BENJAMIN, Bargoed, Glam, Coal Mining 
Contractor Merthyr Tydfil Pet Jan 27 Ori Mar 38 

Matrnews, Reatie WALTER, Sherborne, Dorset, Plumber 
Yeovil Pet Mar 2 Ord Mar? 

MITCHINSON, MARGARET MARIA CLEMENTS, Brighton 
Brighton Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 

NIssE, RUDOLPH CaRL ALEXANDER, eee Tailor 





ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
EICHENBRENNER, CHARLES Hvuao. Wood Green, Totten- 
ham, Teacher of Lanenages Edmonton Adjud Jan 18 
1892 Annu! Feb 15, 1915 
London Gazette.—TURSDAY, Mar 9. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ALCOCK, HENRY CHARL¥S, Calster on Sea, Vorfolk, Coal 
Carter Great Varmouth Pet Mar 5 Ord Mars 


BAKER, Grornae Frank, Lower Edmonton, Plamber 
Edmonten Pet Mar5 Ord Mar 5 
BEYNON, WILLIAM, Cefnpennar. Mountain Ash, G'am 


Miner Aberdare Pet Mar4 Ord Mar 4 

BLIs®, FLORENCE FRANCES. Gorleston on Sea Great 
Yarmouth Pet Mari Ord Mari 

BRAPPFTRLD, Josep Jouy. Kingston upon Hall, 
Kingston unon Wu'l Pet Moré (rd Mer4 

BRADURY, WILLIAM Jonny, Leamington Spa, Basket Maker 
Warwick Pet Mar4 Ord Mar 4 

CLAYTON. JAMES, Leeds Leeds Pet Mar5 Ord Mar’ 

DAVIeS, SAMUEL, Pontycymmer, Tailor Cardiff Pet Mar 
4 Ord Maré 

DRAFFEN, CHARLE*'H, Half Moon at, Piccadilly High 
Court Pet Jan 18 Ord Mars 

Driver & Son, Gerona, Hythe rd. 


Butcher 


Willesden "June- 


Plectrical Engineers High Court Pet Feb 1 Ord 
Mar & 
FLeTcueR, ALFRED Jorn Huan, Yastborrne Dental 


Practitioner Eavthourne Pet Mar 4 Ord Maré 

GARDYER, Grorae WILLIAM, Southsea, Tailor Ports- 
mouth Pet Mar4 Ord Maré 

HARRIS, WILLIAM, Swansea, Ironmonger Swansea Pet 
Mar4 Ord Mar 4 

Houmrs, WILLIAM, Bridlington, Hairdresser Scarborough 
Pet Mar 5 Ord Mar 5 

Jones, Harry Percy. Stoke unon Trent, Chemist Stoke 
upon Trent Pet MarS Ord Mar 5 

KIRKLE&Y, THOWAS CHRISTIAN ISRAEL, Heaton Norris, 
— Manufacturer Stockport Pet Mar 4 Ord 

aré 

MADDOCKS, ALFRED. Burton on Trent, Builder Burton 
on Trent Pet Mar 4 rd Maré 

MARSH, RicHarD Jonn, Newmarket, Cambs, Trairer of 
Race Horses: Cambridge Pet Veh6 Ord Mar 6 

McCALLISTER, HERBERT ALEXANDER, Bolton, Confectioner 

SS Bolton Pet Mar3S Ord Mar & 

METELSK!, JEAN. Liendudno, Ladies’ Hairdresser Bangor 
Pet Maré Ord Maré 

MITTEE. ALFRED JAweEs, Downe, Kent, Batcher Croydon 
Pet Mar 5 Ord Mar5 

MyorT, Norman McURAN. Arlington st. Piccadilly, 
Solicitor Hieh Court Pet Jan 27 Ord Mar 5 

PARRINGTON, THOMAS, Stone. Staffs, Company's Secretary 

Stafford Pet Mar4 Ord Mar 4 

RODGERS, SIDNEY ERNEsT, Totnes, Boot Dealer 

Pet Feb 18 Ord Mar 4 

SCALE*, WILLIAM, Great Yarmeuth, Grocer Great Yar- 
mouth Pet MarS5 Ord War 5 

Sprerns, W FE. Strand, Advertising Agent High Court 

Pet Feb 10 Ord Mar 4 

TRUMAN, WILLIAM ALFRED, Torquay, Boot Dealer Exeter 

Pet Feb 22 Ord Moré 

WALKER. FRANK Honson, Brieg, Commission 

Great Grimeby Pet Mar 6 Ord Mr 56 

WATKINS, DANTEL, Lampeter, Solicitor Carmarthen Pet 

Oct 18 Ord Mar 6 

Whiretry, Dysow, Huddersfie'd, Journeyman Cotton 

Spinner Hoddersfield Pet Mar4 Ord Maré 

WILson, TrwoTrHy, Hartlerool. Master Printer Sunder- 

land Pet Mar5 Od Mar5 

Woap. OrrorD, Halstead, Essex, Cycle Agent Colchester 

Pet Maré Ord Mer4 

YENDELL, Hewry. Weverley rd, Harrow rd, House Agent 

High Court Pet Feb 12 Ord Mar 4 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


BeYNoy, WILLIAM, Cefnnennar, Mountain Ash, Miner 

Mar 18 at 11.90 Off Rec, St Catherine's ehmbrs, St 

Catherine's st, Pontypridd 

BLis®, FLORENCE FRANCES Gorleston on Sea. Stationer, 
Mar i7 at 1 Off Rec, 8 Kirg st, Norwich 

BRADFIELD, JoserH Jon. Kingston upon Hall, Butcher 

Mar 18 at 11.30 Off Rec, York City, Bank chmbr-, 

Lowgate, Hull 

BRADLEY, CHARLES CRCTL, 

No Occupation Mar 17 at3 

Exeter 

CLAYTON, JAMES, Leeds Mar 17 at ll Off Rec, 24, Bond 

st, Leeds 

DAVIS, EDWARD DAYID. and Isaac RosEntTHat, Notting- 

ham. Auctioneers Mar 17 at 2.30 Off Rec, 4, Castle 

rl, Park st, Nottingham 

DRAFFEN, CHARLES H, Half Moon st, Piccadilly Mar 17 

atil Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Driver, & Son, Georas, Wythe rd. Willesden Junction 

E’ectrical Engineers Mar 23at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 

Carey # 

ELLEN, ADA LovIsa, and 

Devizes, Wilts, Bakers 


Plymouth 


Agent 


North Temerton, Cornwall. 
Off Rec, 9, Bedford cir, 


LIONEL BERNARD ELLEN, 
Marl? at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, 





Nottingham Pet Mar 2 


Ord M 





Emery, THomas, Birmingham, Baker Mar 17 at 11.90 
Ruskin chmbrs. 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
FARRER, JAwES, New Barnet, Herts, Fencing Contractor 
Mar 22 at 10.30 14, Bedford row 

FLETCHER, ALFRED JonN Huan, Eastbourne, Dental 
“eee Mar 17 at 12 Off Rec, 124, Marlborough 
p!, Brigh’ 

FRANKLIN, Grorce RICHARD, Ashby, Lincs Mar 16 at 
11 Off Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

Gay, Thomas James, Frome. Somerset. Labourer Mar 17 
at 11.30 Off Rec 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Jones. SIDNEY WALTER, Lowestoft, Outfitter 
1.15 Off Ree, 8, King st. Norwich 

LAWRENCE, MATTHEW, Sheffield, Mar 16 at 12 Off Reo, 
Figtree In, Sheffield 

LEADBETTER, THOMAS LEONARD. Newport, Mon, Coal 

Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, 

Newport, Mon 


Myott, NORMAN MCLEAN, Arlington st, Piccadilly, 
Solicitor Mari7at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

PARRINGTON, THOMAS, Stone, Staffa, Company's yo 
Mar 17 at 11.30 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staff: 


shire 

Pike, Ennest Epwarp, Seven Kings, Essex, Solicitor’s 
Clerk Mar 17 at3.30 14, Bedford row 

PLEevin, ARTHUR, Bidford on Avon, Warwick Grocer 
Mar 16 at11 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

Preece, WILLIAM HowarD, Coventry, Butcher Mar 17 
at 11 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

ROCKER, FREDERICK, Albert rd, Wo d Green, Grocer Mar 
17 at3 14. ford row 

ROWELL, ALFRED, Coningsby, Lincoln, Baker Mar 19 at 
12 10, Bank st, Lincoln 

Sprers, W E, Strand, Advertising Agent Mar 17 at 12 
Bankruptev bidgs, Carey st 

THOMASSEN, WILLIAM H, Chiswick, Publisher Mar 17 at 
at ll 14, Bedford row 

Womnwett, JAMES HENRY, Sherwood, Nottingham, Miner 
Mar 17 at 11.30 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, MNot- 
tingham 

Woon, OrrorD, Halstead, Essex, Cycle Agent Mar 16 at 
12 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Woopncock, “ILLtaM J, Moseley, Birmingham, Insurance 
Agent Mari7at12 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation 
st. Birmingham 

YENDELL, Henry. Waverley rd, Harrow rd, House Agent 
Mar 17 at1l Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


ADJU DICATIONS. 
BEYNON, WILLIAM, Cefnpennar, Mountain 
4 


Mar 17 at 


Merchant Mar 16at 11 


Ash, Miner 


Agent 


Aberdare Pet Mar4 Ord Mar 
BLIss, FLORENCE FRANCES, Gorleston on Sea Great 
BRADFIELD, JosgpH Jouy, Kingston upon Huli, Butcher 
Kingston uron Hull Pet Mar4 Ord Mar 4 
Warwick Pet Mar4 Ord Mar 4 
CLAYTON, JAMES, Leeds Leeds Pet Mar5 Ord Mar5 
Pet Mar 4 Ord Maré 
GARDNER, GEORGE WILLIAM. Southsea, Tailer Ports 
Gopwix, James Hersert, Tulgarth mrs, Barons Ct, 
Meat Salesman High Court Pet Jan18 Or’ Mar 8 
Mar4 rd Mar 4 
HotmeEs, WILLIAM, 1 ~T Hairdresser &carborough 
Horwitz. RAPHAEL, ae st 
Ord Mar 5 
upon Trent Pet Mar5 Ord Mar 5 
KIRKLEY, THOMAs CHRISTIAN ISRARL, Heaton Norr ort, 
Mar 4 
MADP?DOcKS, ALFRED, Burton on Trent, Builder Barton on 
Moc ALTISTER, HERBERT ALFXANDER, Bolton, Confectioner 
Bolton Pet Mar3 Ord Mar 3 
Pet Mar 6 Ord Mar 6 
MITTELL, ALFRED JAMES, Downe, Kent, Butcher Croydo 
PEART, JOSEPH FREDERICK, Elgin av, Maida Vale. Medica 
Practitioner High Court Pet Dec 15 Ord Mar5 
Birmingham Pet Oct 27 Ord Mar 5 
ROBERTSON, ROBERT TAYLOR Dovetas, Broad st av, 
SANPGROUND, seunemn, Wardour st High Court Pet 
July 28 Ord Mar 
mouth Pet Mar 5 Ord Mar 5 
SHIPMAN, THOMAS saeoetee, 7 Lace Maker 
THOMASSEN, WILLIAM Horwoon, Bedford Park, Chiswick, 
Publisher Brentford Pet Jan 15 Ord Mar 5 
wich Pet Feb 10 Ord Mar 5 
WALKER, FRANK Hopson, Brigg, Commission 
WHITELEY, Dyson, Huddersfield, couearne Cotton 
Spinner Huddersfield Pet Mar4 Ord Mar 
* sander- 
land Pet Mar5 Ord 
Woop. Henry, Nottingham, Lees Dresser Nottingham 
Woop, OrrorD, Hrls'ead Essex, Cycle Agent Colchester 
Pet Mar4 Ord Mar 
@ the London Gazette of Mar. 2: 
PLEVIN, ARTHUR, Ny ee pe Warwick, Grocer 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Nixzse, RUDOLPH CARL ALEXARBDER, oom 
ul Mar 4 


Tatlor 





Baldwin st, Bristol 





Yarmouth Pet Var 1 Ord Marl 
BRAY LEY, WILLIAM Jonny, Leamington Spa, Basket Maker 
DAVIES, SAMUEL, Pontycymmer, Glam, Tailor Cardiff 
mouth Pet Mer4 Ord Maré 
HARRIS, WILLIAM, Swansea, Ironmonger Swansea Pet 
Pet Mar 5 Ord 
High Court Pet May 26 
Jones. HARRY PERCY, Stoke upon Trent, Chemist Stoke 
Lancs, Manufacturer Stockport Pet Mar 4 
Trant Pet War4 Ord Maré 
METRELSKT, JRAN, Liandudno, Ladies’ Hairdresser Bangor 
Pet Mar5 Ord Mar5 
REYNOLDS FLORENCE JANE, Stechford, Birmingham 
Accountant HighCourt Pet Nov10 Ord Mar4 
SCALES, WILLIAM, Great Lae Grocer Great Yar 
Nottinghe>m Pet Feb 11 Ord Mar 
Van Dam™M, VIVIAN. Lee, Kent, + med Green- 
Great Grimsby Pet Mar5 Ord Mar5d 
WILson, TrmoTny, Hartle -y _ antes Printer 
Pet Jan5 Ord M 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in 
Warwick Pet Feb27 Ord Feb 
Nottingham Adjud Janl1, Ann 

















